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Documents acquired by ERIG include many informal ufipublished
materials not available from othér sources. ERIC nakes every effort
to obtain the best copy apailable, Nevertheless, items of marginal
.reproducibility ate often encountered and this affects the quality
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responsible faor ualiﬁy.of the original document. Reproductdons
supplied 'by EDRS. are the best that can be made from the original. .
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' Complled by
.| Rebekah Harleston '
Bocuments Consultant +University of Kentucky lerarles
: ~ a.n.d ) o

: P WﬁweBoy C.? Schwarzkopf ’
- quernment Documents, Librar¥ian, University of Marylan

n
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) : . Prepared for v o .
e Federal Documents Task Force, Government Documents Round Tabie‘ﬂ'
e | " _ Amerigan Library Association. ‘
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‘téport con51sts of a collection of documents related to the
PronoSea ‘Btardards and Guiddlines for “the Depository Libfary System which
were apprpved by\tﬁe\neposﬁtory lerary Ceuncmi-to—the—P&bllcsPrlnter in
October 1H75. "These were“publlshed as a Special Supplement to Public )
Documents‘nghllghts, Number 13, Decehber l9?5r——€attaohed as Appendix A)
The nchipal document in“this eollektion. 1s,an analysis of the.Proposal )

////andfgpiomollatlon of reactions to+it which was predared; by Rebekah ; \

leston| for the Federal Documents Task.Force, Government Documentq
"% Round Tablle (GODORT) (attached as Appendlx B) < R
” %‘ Also lncluded in tb*s coilect;on are the followlng documents:
F Al
v, (l) xLetter, dated March 22, 1976 from the Director, Library
aﬁd Statutory Distribution Service,” Government Printing Office to the

Coordinator, Federal Documents Task Force. ,(attached as Appendix. C)

~The analysis and compllatlon ‘of- reactlons entiongd above (i:e. Appendix

B)lwas pre] ed in responde to this requ b
) <

Y )

t

R S?) Analysls of“PfoiosEHTSf‘ s. and Guldellnes for Depository

Libkaries, |prepared by LeRoy C. Schwarzkopf, "dated March 22, 1976-.  (at-~

tacdhed as Appendix D) ' This analysls was submitted 1ﬁrrespopse to the

1nv1tat10n f Editor, Public Documents Highlizhts in issue’ Number-13,
Cﬁbber 1975. It is also,a basic referenqe 'to the. compilatlon of

Xeact .

1Qﬁ§,ménttoned/above - - v

et . vy
\ (3) Response to the Requést for Comments® -on the Proposed .
Stan@afds and Guidelines. (attached as Appendix E) This document is % -
syat s report on the response to the invitation for comnents published
in Piblic Documents nghllghts, Number 13, Décember 1975. It was pre-
sented by the Editor at the sprlng meeting of the Depository lerary
_Council to the Public Printer in Columbus, Ohio, April 22-23, 1976.
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-- ~_ . .The Depository-Library System for U:S. fovernnent Docliments hai %Zs
origins ¥A the early 19th'century. The current’ statutory autherity fo
) ihqcppqgram is Chapte;'iQ,‘Tit}e'hhq United States Code. The ‘purpose of
s - ‘the depoditory: libraty system is to make U,S. 5oyefnment-do?umepts~freelyh_
> gvailable to citigens throughout thevcounfyyﬁ 4 ninimum oF° two "epository
'+ Zlibraries are authorized for €ach congressiortal dkstrict, and there are at
present approximately F,200 designated depository:libfaries; Current .
© " regulations impTenenting the statutory authority. were published by the
: /{‘ JSﬁpgpigﬁggdent of Documents in Instructions ig Depository Librarxies, B -
.~ -Revised July 1974. ‘ e © . N .
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5 ' The Depository Library Council to.the Public Printer was|established:' . ! N
. in February 1973. _Its purpose is to advise the.Public Printer and the . -
Superintendent of Documénts on the needs of dépository \ibraries,. the /
. cataloging and indexing of federal documents, and_the awailability of U.s. /
. government documents through the depository library systkm and the:<GPO S :
sales publications program. The work of the Council: has heen carried on Co
by committees formed from its 15 pmeers. The committees have had varjous.
charges and titles since the establishment of the'Council.. Ghe of thege - )
* was the Committee on Standards whose Primary activity~ha3»been'prepara%ion, T
"of the proposed standards and guidélines. These were intended %o be based s
" on, and expand the_statutory authority and implementing regulations. They '
were designed primarily to assist représeniatives of the Superintehdent

«
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of Documents in inspections of‘%epo§1tory]llbrar1es, =

-
4 ~

Draft proposals were‘prepaJed dpring‘§§74 apg(wereaiscu%sed at the'
meetings of the Council in'Washington; D.€&, October 29«30, 1974 add in ¢ ot .
. Storrs, Connecticut, April 14115, 1975. ‘A _final pr0po§éT%ﬁas presented - ’
"<,- at the fall meeting in Washington, D.C., October 23~24, 1975 when'the St
“ : ~Coun9f1”accepted,the following %gcommgndatigns of the Standards Committee,. p

» .

3 ' J o 1. L - . B B f e
AR - (1) To piiblish the Proposed Standards and Guidelines .in Public
- Documents Highlight$; v “p e . L ) , . /
. : - . .

(Y . AN 4

v (2) "To extend @Hé.usé of ,the Propg$§d»8%andaidé and Guidelines
in the Dépository Library Inspection Program-brovisionally for another
year;“ang, .. S . S g )

’ . {

3y ~To_send ¢opies.td other professional groups inviting comment, ‘
‘These groups included the ALA Government Documents Round Table, ABA Ad Hoc
Committee On thg Depositery Library System, American Association of Taw—

o

Libraries, .and the Special’ Libraries ASSociation. ., , .

~

{

1

. , .

. The Federal Documents Task-'Force, Goverhmenf Do&ﬁﬁéﬁts»ﬁéund Table
has‘follqwedvthe'development'of the Proposed Standardd and Guidelines—
throughout this'period. An'earlier edition of the draft proposal was
‘published in the newsletter“of the Government Douments Round Table,
.. Documents to the People (DttP)(vols 3, no. 3,- January 1975," pp: 23-28) .

" On April 2, 1975 the Task Force bad asked for comments on that part of

N the Proposal dealing with réquirements to maintain a basic reference :

colleation and to geglect a minimum ‘number of items to retain, depository " ‘:_ .

status. (see DitP(. vol-3, no. 5, May 1975, dpn 25-27). ~Phe results of
) . \; 0 Ty ' T e




. . . ’ : - . ;/} o \
‘s this inquiry were reported at'the ALA Annual Conference #n‘July.l975,
" and were published .in Documents 1o the People (wvol. 3, no. 7, September

-~~§'—-——;’~~.-~~1975, pp. 19-20). | 1

“

{
: o . S |
. Anticipating 4 request for commena-from the Superintendent of /
. Documents, the Task Force's Work Group on Depository Libraries had oh """ __ e
o ) February 9, 1976 sent a request for comments to 50 plusdeCuments librarians I
< who had expressed in interest in the activities of the Work Group. A
request for cquments from GODORT members was also|published in DttP (vol.
\ - 4, no. 2, March 1976;p.55) At the mkbting of the Work-Group_on Deposi- .
A ©  tory Libraries, during the ALA Midwinter Conferenée in [January 1976, /
Coo Rebekah Harlestom, Documents Consultant, University of Kentu ibraries -
had volunteered to compile the comments from GOPORT f#embers which were
¥ received in response to these two reguests. Shg was also asked to inde-
. o pendently analyze the Proposed Stardards and Guidelines, section by section,
and to pygpare a regport which ‘could be’submittediﬁo the Superintendent of
Documents responsé 4o the request sent by the Dif ctor, Library and
. . Statutory Distribution Service, dated March 22, 1976. (attached as Ap-
) 'Pendix-C) " This report (attached as Appendix B) ‘Was submitted to the .
» ~Task Force on Federal Documents during the ALA ual Conference in July
1976 and was subsequently forwarded to the Director, Library and Statutory
Dis§ributioﬁ\8ervice for consideration by the Cotncil, :

&

. in Columb s?“@hibr;§E£§%i§§:§3, 1976 ‘the Editor, Public Documents Highlights
_ -submitted 'a progress repert ori"the response to his invitation‘for comments
&/ - published in the December 1975 issue. This report is attached as Appendix
f—-D., One of“the more Significant comments was submitted by LeRoy C. Schwarz-
i . - kopf, Govexrnment Documents Librarian,  University of Maryland. Thesg
. “comments are also referred to the Federal Documents Task Force report .
and are therefore attached as Appendix D. - . :

»

At tHe meeting of the‘bepdgi%ory Library Cancil to the Public Printer

N » #

— . APPRNDIXES .
—— “ " _ \‘d\l - ) ‘
e _A—Public Documents iighlights, Number 13, Décember 1975 (p.1) with —- \
— ——— Special Supplement, Proposed Standards apd.Guidelines C :
T T B - Reaetions—to Proposed Guidelines for the Depository Library System,
: compiled by Rebekah Harleston, July 1976 ~ e
——€—=hetter;—Maxreh 22, l9767*ffom~Di£E§%3£L‘§PO Library and Statutory = . :
. =7 Distribution Sgrvice to Coordinator;—Federal Documents Task * :
) .Force, Government Documents Round Table o ’ |
D - knalysis of Proposed Standards and Guidelines for Depository
, Libraries, by LeRoy C. :Schwarzkopf, March 22, 1976
E - Response to the Request for Comments on the Proposed Standards and - . )
Guidelines, by, the Editor, Public Documents Highlights, April 22,1976
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Decernber 1975

e e §mGovernment
"o PR i —

Number-13-GR.3

(Superintendent of Documents)
Assistant Public Printer

ol Wasmngtqu C. 20402

For the quickest response or turn- - -
around time in a mail order to GPO:

(1) Use the Superintendent of Doc..
uments order form avallable free -
from: " |

Superintendént of Documents
“U. S Government Printing
Offlce .
‘IncJude’a\self addressed n;a:lmg
labef‘ -

(2) Open £l Deposit Account, mini-
rrrfum $o@, send to;same address.
‘The alder system of purchasing
coupons of various deromina.
- tions from GPO is in the process
of ‘being ‘phased out, so -avoid
writing for these. _

(3) Usethesingle ftem technique—
that is, request only one item per
order form and provide a mailing
label for each order.

(4) Include Superintendent of Dec-

Standards *© )
and Guidelines -

'
«

* Aspecial supplement to this isstle
of Highlights contains the eagerly
awaited “Proposed Standards and
Gy’n 'mes There are three parts;

(2) Proposed Guidelines for the'De
pository Library Systefn; and '53)
Proposed Changes to the Minimum
Standards and Guidelines for the
1 Depository Library System Whichy

4

(r)\Pmposed Minimum Standards~
for the Depository Library Systerp, |

Requwe Legnslatlve and Admipistra-
tive Actlon ) 3

~ These "“Proposed Standards and

Guidelines' have grown out of the
research and discussions of the li-
“brarians who make up the Déposi-
tory Library Council to the« Public
Printer. Your comments and sug:
gestions on the *'Proposals” are nn
vited by "the Council. You can heLp

to shape the final version. Send,

communications to: Editor, Public
Documients Highlights, Library and
Statutory Distribution Service, Gov-
emment Printin2 Office, Washing-
ton, D.C, 204Q1.

uments catalog number and stock
nuniber if-available for eachitlg
ordered. Tryt’d get correct title if
possible. %

Utilize the Philadelphié and Puetf)lo
Distribution Centers by:'

(1) Getting on the ailing list for
the_monthly- periodical. Selected
U.S. Governmént Publications,
same address as-above.

(2) Ude this as an ‘announcement/
selection tool. Order publications
from the Selected List on the
-order form provided in each is.
sue. "Ma:l the order tothe address
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PROPOSED o - ‘

_DEPQOSITORY LIBRARY- SYSTEM

MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR.THE B

The

Depository
Library.
« Program

1 The

Depository

’ Lnbrary

AR

+ MINIMUM “STANDARDS

. library shall have the i

2 1 + ’

~ L %

The' objective of the depository Iibrary"
system is to-make U.S. Government pub-

_lications readily accessible for use by the

general‘pu'blic and, to insure their con-
tinued-availability in the future. |

-‘<\'

[

1. The Sypergintendent of Doduments will
“be responsible -for dlstantnon of dgcu-
ments o depos:tory libraries in accord
ance with the provisiohs of Title 44 of the
United States Code.

2. The Superintendent of Documents will

provide a comprehensnve system of cata-
lbgs. bibliographies and uldexes to U S.
Government publicatxons - .

3. There should be at léast one selective
depository accessible t\o the public in eachr

erest, resources
and ability to provide custody of the dotu-
ments -and public servwe The Ilbrary
must contain at least 10,000 books other
than government publlca‘tlon\s

4. Eachdepository shall select and’main-
tain a collection resppnsive to the. needs -
of the users in’ the geographic area it
serves and promote their use by the gen-
eral public.

5. The collection in a deposnory library. -
shall bg organized.to insure quick and
easy access by library users. "The library
will promptly open shipments and claim

Congressional ‘dostrlctN\The desugnated .

. publications selected but not received.

—

t Codperation
N vaernmentdocuments available.

.
[N .y ’ P J .
. ~ .
]
. . S. D) .
. Lo .

R n
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6. The coliection shaii be maintained in
as good physical conditiof. as the other
colléctions in the library. -
7. Each depository library "will a55|gn )
sufficient staff to select orgamze and pro-
vide referehce service to the collection. .
s 8. ‘Each depos:tory will previde sufficient
space of a qual&y Wthh conforms to ALA
standards for the typé of Ilbrary )
9. The depasitory, will be open to the
public for free use bf‘ deposrtory pabli-
- cations. : -
, 10. Each deposztoryt Ilbrary will cooper‘
.ate with the mstructxons +ssued. by the
‘Superintendent” of Documents, respond «
promptly to the Biennial Survgy and o
other communications fiom the Publlc
Documents Office. -
11. Al dapository fibraries shall be con-
sidered part of a national system' to make

. ANl selective depositories should be

- 'served.fby a regional deposutory The re-

glonalﬂdeposnory.I|branes will ‘retain at
Ieast‘one copy of all Government publica-

- tion$ either in printed or microfagcsimile

forrp (except those authorized to be dis-
carded by the Superm.tendent of Docu-
ments) .and within the regidn served
will Srovude interlibrary loan, reference
_service, and assistange for depository
libfaries in the "disposal of unwanted

By Government publrcatlons

‘o

. Subnfittéd by .
theé Committee on Standart¥f ,
" Depository Library Gpuncil -
To the Pubhc Prtnter . ) O

. A-2

~
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PROPGS D’ '(‘.J;{DE[_;.JES FOR’THE 2-15 Prbvrde addmonal funds for the evaluation of
DEPO J OPY LIBRARY SYSTEM Y ' depos;fo'y libraries through questronnanres,

. L surveys, and mspectxons at interval$ con-
1. Objectives of the DepOSItory Library Sys*em‘ g " *sidered necessary by the §upermtendcnt of
1

—i The purpese of depqsntory liuraries s to make > Dogcuments, to.insure comphance with the de- _
U.S. Governmeng pﬂbhaxtlonseasdy~accessrb!e . posntory faw. = - ”“w
to-users and to insute their contmch avail- ‘[, 2-16 After advance notice to thetibrary concerned\
' ability in thefuture K mvestrgate unsatisfactory condltuons %
ee

4

. I N potltory libraries by personal visits. (S
Superinteadent of Documents, U.S. Govern-. \po ed.changes l.c, 11/7/74§ T
ment Printing Office. - { - ‘2217 Provide written notice to a library about
Obtatn new federal publications and forward " -, satisfaclory conditions. and if not corrected
. free of exptnse to dnposntory libraries as ex- . . within six months, delete the hbrary from the
pedmously as possible.-« . ) list of depositories..
i 2-18 Announce new policies and ¢hanges on a reguy
'Provnde all number§ Qi series m‘the List Of -+ larbasis to all depositories: »
* “Classes of United State$ Government Publica 2-19 Cooperate with publication projects which con-
tions Available for Selection by Depository | " tribute to use of Federal Documents.
Libraries, including those numbers not printed; Tt . 2-20 Consult with an Advisory Councul on matters
at the Govemment Printing Office. (See also \ ”, “related to depository libraries, mcludmg the
. proposed change$ 1.b.) g "« "~ development of standards. ™ L
2~4  Actively gatier andmmmperem,cro i 2&21 Collect, wmpiie, anglyze and report statistics, |
« * format all iintestricted Fetleral publications of - Gna regul"a: basis. ‘
reference value not printed at the Government | § 2—22 T . )
. Printing Office. ~ ‘ 7" 3. - Designation of new depository libraries
2-15 Provide samples and/cr annotations, for new 3-1 There may:be up to two depositories in each
'Antles offered to depositories, and return cards ) .Congressnonal “district, designated by .repre-

" for selection purposes. , sentatives, two at large designated by Senators,
2-6 -Subdivide ilem numbérs as necessary to insuie and other depository Ilbraﬁesqspoc-f:cu!'" Bre-

w

-+ i¢ that libraribs need receive only wanted docu-. vided for in the depository law.
0 “ments. . ° ‘ - The library shall be open for free use of the
2-7 Supply shipping lists containing item pmbtys,” general public, except as'provided in U.S. Code,
“ titles of documents, .classification humbers | . Title 44. s e
and order informatron with each day's shipt * The library shall have the interest, resources
ment of depository sefections. ) . s . and ability toprovndecustody of the docunfents
- » 2-8 Supply forms for claiming. R and public service.. -
2~-9 Offer.choice of format, pap“er microform or™| Mnmmum% ~The- hbraLL&houId
other format: however, the QPO with consulta- | - . possess at ledst 10 000 books other
tion with the deposnory, should have the/ ernment p*ubllcatn,qns. (See Proposed changes
option of providing only one format when the 3.b 11/7/74) ’

~nature of the materialwarrants it. . 7
2-10 Provide a comprehensive system of catalogs, ‘
bibliographics and indexes to Federal publica- ”
tions. (See Proposed chagges 2b, 11/7/74) the library, when the library 1s open for ful
. 2-11 Provide a standard classification system for range of services,
» ' Federal documents and related aids such as When there is a vacancy in a Congressnonalu |
lists of subject headirigs. district, the fact should be made known to the
2~12 Provide assistance to libraries on problems of . state library authority, the state professional |
using the Sudocs system of classification. associations and the deppsitories thin the
2-13 Maintain a library to become the National De region. .
¢ Ppository Library. Y . . Ehglble libraries shall apply to the state fibrary
2-14 Issue instructidns for the selection, clanmmg, . 'authomy for evaluation and recommendation.
* retention, withdrawal and other actnvmesue The hbracy must be prepared to offer statistics
lated to deposntor/ librenes. * i | . on the size and character of its collection, g

§ Reserved for new materml . o . § Reserved for new material <
* Deleted. Sce proprosed changes 11/7/74 § 1 a " * Deleted s

— ~—




\,popu!ation served, budget, and if an academic
library, the sizz of the student body. and need
for reseaich matenals. .
The evaluation must rclate to “community in-
terests and indicate staff, space and burget to
" be allocated to the coljection and the nuinber, |
scope and character of the items to be selccted.
The State library authonty shall consult with
rlans of other depositories in theCon-
gressnona : tand the reg\onal (.Lpos{tory,
if any, erresentatncq s the V)rofessmnal

o

date of the Shipping List according to the
- Instructions to Depository Libraries, Revised

July 1974 ‘
5-3 Thehbmrywnll record n'saccessmns .
54, The muumum recowd for a deposutory library
§ Rescrved for new material )
- * Deleted

- | . the Blenmal Survey. . .
§ BEg s (
. . . . . Mamtenance of the collection.
. Collections o 1 Collections-should be jmaintained in good
~1  Eachdepository hibrary should maintain a basic , . Rhysical condifion as other library materials.
_ reference ¢ollection available for ummednate . -2

use conSIstmg of all tntles in Appendix A o3 : S . ~ ‘ 1

(attacheo) . . ~4  Lost materials.should be replaced if'possible. « | <

4-2 Each library will acquire and maintairt the basic 6~-5 Upneeded publicatiogs should be made anll ’

. catalogs, guides and indexes, retrospective and able to other libraries.
currént, cdnsidered essential.to the reference 6-6  All publications should be retained for a period.
use of the collectipn. This should include se- of at least fiye years before requesting per-

“ lected non- goveruﬂ;ntal reference tools. (Ap-, mission from the: regional library for disposal.

R pendix B, to be compiled). § 6-7 kY _

4--3  Each depository will selact frequently Gsed and 7. Staffing ‘ ’ ol
potentially useful materials appropriate to the 7-1 "One person shall be designated by the library |
objectives of the library. ‘ ' to, coordinate activities and to act as liaison -

4-4  Each depository will select materials respon- with the Superintendent of Documents in all
sive to the needs of the users in the Con- matters relating to deposxtory.hbranes. .
gressional district it™ semgg“(See Proposed_ 7-2 . This person shall be responsiblefor - P
changes4 6, 11/7/74) a) selection, receipt and claiming of depdsi- -

4-5  Selectionof at least 259 of the available-items - tory distributions ©

. on the Classified List is suggested as the mini- _ b) replies to correspondence and s'urveys
mum number necessary to undertake the role | , from the Public Docugents Department
of depository hibrary. (See Proposed changes ¢) interpret the depository program to, the
4.a,11/7/74) . Administrator of the librgry -- .

4-6 Coordinate selections with other dep05|tones d) performance and/or supenvision of stated
in the district. . aspects of service,.or in an-integrated col-

4-7 ) . lection, a knowledge' of to whom responsi:-

5. Organization of collection. ' bitities are delegated. - .

5-1 The library will check all daily shipping lists (1) organization for use _
to insure that items selected are received, and | (2) maintain records of the collection

. . if not, promptly clafimed. . " (3) physical maintenance of the coliection

5-2 Each publication in'the shipment should be (4) establish wntgdrawal_procedures .

" marked with the word "depository”. and the . % maintain reader services

(6) promote use of collectgon

*
T

. should be a shelf list which shows the library's
E.holdings and the call numbers or locations
] wherV they may be found.
5-5 A standard*classnflcatuon system should be
adoptcd for precise identification and location
¢ ,»‘ of materials requested by library users.
5 6, The classification adopted shall be optional
with hbrary, however, it 1s recommended that
| -libraries which integrate. their documents.
’should roaintain a shelf List by Sudocs number
' f‘ showing digposition of the publication.
5—7‘7 Any docyment should be available for pubhc
. use within 10 days after‘receipt.
5-8 Maintain statistics of the collectnon needed for

{

7)
(8)

773 The liaison person should be a professnonally
qualified hbranan with 3 mlimimum.of two years

o

prepare budgets
submit reports

§ Reserved for new material
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library expetience.

The liaison porson should bé drrectly respon
- * sible to the administrative level of the library.
Additional professlonaf statf should be added
deper®ing on the'size and scope of the library
and,the-methods of organization of the collec-
tion. :

Pro!esswnal staff wili be as\Seste,d by support
staff in a proportion of 1 to 3 and no greater
than1 to5.

Librarians and such support staff as rndlcated
by their responsibilities will’keep up to date on‘
new developments through participation in pro-
fessional sécict ies, attendance at document
workshops and professional’readings.

/o
- § 7-8 . - . ‘ .

¢

Space standards shall conform to ALA stand
’ ardsfortypeof library.. '

Space for the depository operatron should be
-of the Same quahty as other areas of the li-
brary. 1t.shd¥id.be attracfive, comfortable and
have acceptable levels of hght‘ng temperature,
ventilation and nois&scontrol. It should be func-
tlonal erXIbIeand exparisible. - .

The space should cantain"well planned”areas
~~. -for services provided, reference, circulation,

foan\and other plblic service activities as well -

_as adequate space for the processing of new
materrats and nousing of the coiiection.
It should include private work areas for staff
members and the administrator, N
8-4" All parts of the collection should be readily ac-
< cesssble. ‘preferably open shelf, but in all.cir-
_cumstances, should be Iocated so that mate- ,

A
8-3 -

. . rials may be ret,r»eved m a reasonabte perlod :

of time. .
it documents are marn.alned in a separate
division of the library, the . space provided

use of the materials. ¥

The library should abide by the r fommer;ded

stdndards for tnnd:capped users.’
(*Tables and/or carrel$ should bg prov1de‘d for:

in- lrbraryuse of documents.

Microform readers and reader/prmtersl for thel

prmcrpal types of mueroformsrshould be pro--

vided. ! i .t
Microform storage should bé located in the
documents arda ’ x

§8-10 ° ;,V. /

9. . Serwces to users requrrrng government infor

A mation is thé main objective of the depository
v . system. ¥
. ; . .

§ Reserved for néw material

<

.

"should be conveniently located to encourage ',

The depository will be open to t

free use of depository publications.
9-2 In each depository 'library, there should be-:]

. recognized focal points for inquiries about

_government pubhcatrons At this point it should

‘be posslble tofind out: '

a) Resources i in the collection, rnctudmg spe-

. cific titles. .

b) Location of wanted publlcatlons in the
Library.

- ¢) Answers to reference questlons or a refer-
ral to a source or place where answers can
be found.

d) Guidance on the use of the collection, in.
ctudmg the pr|nc|pal available teference
sources, catalogs, abstracts, indexes and

! - other aids. ) ? .

e) Availability of additional resources in the
regron

A£) “Assistance in borréwing documents from a

" regional or other libraries.

. 8) User privileges for other libraries, educa- -

. tional agencies, culturally deprived, dis-
.advantaged, handicapped, retired users
and the community at large. -

9-3 :The library will have the option of establishing

+  circulation policies for use of materials outside
the library. .

9-4 - The library wm provide facilities for uslng ma-
terials withinthe library, including copying fa-

. cilities and: equlpment for reading microforms.

K 95 ,-The hbrary will publicize the depository collec-
‘77 tion through displays and announéements of
¢ significant'new titles.
'9-6 The library will provide to all users the same

9-1

to
- ki

' reference and research services offered to its
normal clientele. )
8 9-7 ’ ‘
: 10.  Coopegation with the GPO '

10-1  Staff dwill famnharlze themselves with the de-

posltory rnstructnons and abide by their con-

-ditions. . -
10-2 - Claims will be ‘submitted within stated trme
fimits. . i
10-3  Use correct address when cbrrespondlng w»th
the GPO..

10-4.  Promptly return all questions, surveys sub-

q;utted by the Superintendent of Documents.
§10-5 ; . -

11, tnterhbrary Cooperation. ‘

11 i Alldeposutory libraries will be cons»dered aspart’
of a network of libraries consisting of selecfive,
regional, and natronal (See Propased Changes .

§ 11.3, I1/7/74) o

-
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11-2 Selective depositaries will'cooperate in build-
" ing up the collections of the regional deposi-
tories. ) . .,
11-3  Selsclive depositories will cooperate with the
redistribution of decuments not ftecded i in their
ov.n organizations. ,
11-4 Al depository Itbranes will cooperate in re-
porting to the Supenntendent of Documents
new Federal doguments not listed in "the
Monthly Cataiog.
11-5 All depository libranies will coaperate in the
’ development of tools for the identification and
location of documents 1n other libraries.
“ 11-6 Depositdry libraries borrowing documents from
other libraries will verify blbllog"aphlc nforma-
tion as completely as possible. "

11-7 All depository libraries wilt provide material on
Jnterlibrary loan at least for the regional

hY !

11/7/74)
11-8 All'deposifory libraries will provide a reason
" able number of photocopies on request.
§11-9° '
12.
12-1

Regional depository,

Eligibilty to become a regional deposxtory
library.

a) There ‘may be not more than two reglonal
depositories in gne state. A regional library
may serve two or more states, or regional
status may be shared by more than one
library. (See Proposed changes 12. a—b
11/7/74)

A regional library must be an exustmg de-
pository.

b)

9)
_veniently lacated to serve the largest num-
ber of people possible, - !
The library selected for regional status
should have an adequate retrospective col-
lection, space, personneland a cdntinuing
. basis of financtal support sufficient to ful-
fill the obliga*ions of a régional depository.
The selection of a regienal depository
should be agreed upen by the state libtary
authority and alrdeposltqry hbranes within
the region. .
12-2 Obligations of regional libraries.
a), Recewve and matntain permanently all Fed-
. . eral government publications in either
printed or microform as' provided in the
depository instructions.
b) Attempt to complete their retrospective
. cQllections of majpr serial$, annuals. and
other researc)l matenals by ‘mcans of glft

f

‘

" § Reserved for new matdrial

depository. (See Proposed Chapges 11.b,-

A regional depository should be, con-

N copies.

§12-3'

3

exchange or purchase, ‘ingluding micro-
forms. '

¢) Screen all lists-of docyments withdrawn
from selective deposltones to insure thelr
future availability in‘the region.

d) AG‘QUIFG additional copres where necessary.

e) . Aésist selective deposntones with reference
questions,, mterhbrary loans and photd-

f) Grant permission to selective depositories
to dispose of unwanted documents accord-
ing to the Instructions to Depository
Libraries.

g) Provide guidelines to selective depositories
for prepdring disposal lists of unwanted |

_ documents. X
' h) Contribute to the effectivengss. of ‘the de-—
» pository network through wotkshops, train-
ing sessions and consultive servuces“wnhm ,
their region.

Appendix A

Budget of the United States

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance”
" Census Bureau Catalog

Census of Housing (for State of Depository only) —adds
Census of Population (for State of Depository only)

Code of Federal Regulations, S -I.
Congressional Directory ° . <

N A

Congress:o‘na] District Data Book

_Congtessional Record

- County-City Data B¥ok

Federal Register . TR

Monthf§Catalog ‘ : ;

" Numerical Lists of Schedules of Volumes

Slip Laws (public) e

Statistical Abstract R

Statutes at Large T

Subject Bibtiograghies ' .

Supreme Court Reports e

United States Code ’ SREIA

United States Government Organlzatlon Manual

Weekly Compiiation of Presidential Documept;

PR ;
Lo -

Proposed Changes to' the. o S
Minimuin Standards and Gu:dehne$ for the
Depository Library System Which Requtre
Legistative and Administrative Actlon

(Numbers correspond to standards numbers)
»

¥

- -

1. Dlstnbutlon of Documents
’,,,ﬂ""/\ ) 4
a) The number of copies of GPO imprints purchased
ir_distribution to depository hbraries 1s equal to the

.
"
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- . - “t
number of librariceatich select that ‘Iterfn from. thé“l m’
of Classes . . . (44 U.S. Code 1903). Most rcmona)
dLDOSitorleS are larye v branes cfrvmg,“'larg’e ntimbers of
Irhmry users vn-sie as well as provigmg interhibtary | loan

2rvice to sz2lective dey dsitari s within the region. Itis
recommended that regrotial depositories be entitled to a
second copy. either in mlrroform or paper copy, if
desired.” - .
b) The cht of printing and b.'ndlr'.g ot non GPO pub-
lications 1s borie by the conipunents respodsible for
theirissuance (43U S Cude—l903) The Comnuttee feels
this restricts t! 1r availability to the depository program.
It is recommended that appropriations be provided to
enable the Suporintendent of bocuments to obtain non-
GPO government bublications,
¢) The Sur,urmendc,m of Documents ts charged with
e r respunSIbllrty of mivestigating depositories. (44 U.S.
Codr 1909.) It is tecommended that the Superintendent
of Documents should receive adequate funding to con-
duct an inspection program of depository libraries
blenmally
2 Catalogs, bibliographies and indexes to Uu.S. .Gov-
ernment Publications
a) Bibliographic toals cited in Title 44 include a Com-
prehensive Index (44 U.S.. Code 1710), a Consolidated
Index to congressional publications (44 U.S. Code
1710), a Catalcg of Government Publications (44 U.S.
Cede 1711), and a Classified List {44 U.S. Code 1904)
D) The comprehensrve index referred to in section
17.10 was the Documént Catalog which ceaséd with the
1940 coverage, and to some extent was replaced by the
reorganized Monthly Catalog. It 15 recommended that
financial suppert” be given to the Superintendent of
Documents to increase the coverage in the Monthly
Catalog, improve the indexing, provide periodic cumu-
Jations and speed up publicatign, thereof.

3. Designation of Depository Libraries
a) It is possible for a new depository to be desig-
nated by a Congrewoman or Senator without the knowlk
edge of the regiunal Uepository, which may be in the best
posttion to know if there 1s a need for an additional de-
Jbository and where 1t should be located. It is recom-
‘mendéd that 44 U.S. Code 1905 includs the wotds and
head of the Library authority of the state and the heads
of the regiorial depositories, if any. v
. b) The law specifigs that a ubrary must contain
»10,000 baohs otliur than government publications to be
. a dqros:tory library, The Cominittee considers a library
df tl.r, s1ze to have insufficient rusottregs o support @
deyJositary ibrasy. The terin “bouk” is nusleadmg. since

it could indicate multiples cpprus of the sam" bouk “lhe )

Committee recemmends 25,000 titles.other than gov-*
ernment puphications as the basic mummum 'siz¢ to be

1

i

| number or type of document selected by the inchvidual_

.the Census.

ey

'chgable,to becormne a depository Iibraryf

A\ \

Cullections ‘) . e

4 v

a) Approprmtrons may not be used to supply deposi-
fory librarie$ doctiiients, books, or other items wot re
quested by them (44 US. Code- 1813). This RZtnctron‘
tends to nuthfy the iptent of the- -deposttory law.which
is'to nake guvernment publications available to the pub-
lic. The taw imples needs beyond those of the individual
institut.on which serves as the depository. For example,
a law library occqpymg a depository designation maysbe
int-rested in acquy ngonlylegalmatenals Library users
in the area may neeN access 1o other materials, such as .

b) The present laly makes no requirements &5 to

dcpository. While recogmizing that to recewve all de-
pusitoty items would plage an undue burdn on the small
librasy, the Commuittee bklieves that it"is reasonable to
require a depaository to adcept a’ mmrmum of the'selec-
tions available-to depositorles. Thi's would include a basic
list, revised,annually, recom\pended by the commuittee of
depository librarians and .additional titles selected by
the depository to satisfy the ndeds of- the community.
5-10. These standards refer Yo custody*and serve for
depository materials. They are coyered in gerieral tgums
rn 44 (J.S. Code 1909 and specrfrcally in lnstruchons to
De&)osnorles (July 1, 1974). ‘ -

11. National System ) .

At present this system consists of selective deposi-
tories and regional depositories. It 1s recommended that
provision should be ‘made for.a National Depository Li-

‘brary at the head of the system. In the January 22, 1974,

report of the ALA Ad Hoc Commuittee on the Depository
Library System, 8 of 9 recommendations refer to a
National Depository, Library. '
12. Regional Depositories “ .

a) Only 38 States are servedby one or more regional
depositorigs. Regrondl status |$%7‘2@5y Selective de-
positories not served by a regional depository are unable
to discaid unwanted documents, or to dgpend on a re-
gional for reference questions, interlibrary loan. photo-
duplication or -assistance in the arganization of thenr
colkections, The, Supuuﬁendent of Dovuments lacks lhe
assistance of the regional hibranian for information about
conditions of Iocal dcposutones ot for participating 1pin-*
spectrons and their followup.

b)" To assure the regional depositories are better able
ta setve sclective deposttories, it is recommended that
timited findncial support be sought to defray direct costs

“incurred by a regional deposttory for responsibilifies

beyond those of a selective depository.
Number 12 GP 3.27:13
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y PREFICE * . : N 1
\

At the 1976 midwinter conference of the American Library Assoc1atlon, .

. the Federal Documents Task Force of GODORT charged the Work Group on |
Dep051tory LibrarieS to study the Proposed Standards and Guidelines to the \
) Depository Library System submitfed by tne Committee on Standards of the

, |
Depository Library Council to the Public Printer.. . ) ‘ A i
- . . .. 3 \ ‘

|

.. _ . \
- Leroy Schwarzkopf, -Coordinator, called for volunteers to study comments \
. . ‘ \' y - v: :.’ h‘. A “' .
e syggestions submitted on the pe@posed 1)standards 2) guidelines .- " \
~ & . R ' . ‘ . T
: . ’ \. * - # ) '
< - 39 inspection: He énnounced that he yould send letters of request for .
T s 40 ' y n 7
comments some llbraries chosen at random, some chosen partlcularly, and
. :

would‘ask in Dtté forvany who'would to send their reactions to the person

. v '

': uf who had vol nteéerd to study and compile the r sulting 1nformation.
B S

ot N

’ - : 1 volunteered to be responsible for the, Proposed Gulaelines. Fourteen

. .

, persons replied with written anelysfs of their response and further suggestioms.

e

. . . . : s o
: Some were brief outlines of one or two parté&of particular, toncérn to.a « -

[

. B ® partlcular 11brary, others were qulte détailed, covering-a number of

‘ - pomnts spec1f1cally and elaboratlno upon a”ﬁA‘iosophy These replips have“
. 4 - '
been correlated ‘with eachﬁbthe; and with reactlons given in personal

-

. - interviews. . o .. . . . . .
- a"‘) . ) . . . :’4" ¢ . - . - e PR
P . I must\thgnk Mr. Paul Willis, Director of \University of'Kentucky Libraries,
' . for-making available éopies of the.report; Mrs. Susan Csaky; for her'
- ' 4
. cooperatlon in’ maklng the time for this work available' to Dean Tﬁlvette‘ ., ,;
» 3 .eq , . - '( AR
v " ‘;n
- - _ who has helped in many ways. o . : . \g-
. > g , . , . Rebekah Harleston -
. ; - . Documents Consultant,’
R o ) a o . University of Kentucky- Libraries )
. . . . Vo . Lexdngton
N ty ‘& ) "
v » T, .
° - . » Y , - . , , . . . S e
¥ ®‘ . R |‘
SR W’ ~ ‘ S
R 4, . N . T . - -
Q ’ . . *

. . . .
. ' - : . N ' T
FRIC /& .0 o R x

A L}
, . . ‘ . -
i o . : ‘ v - T o ‘




The Superintendent of Documents has~proposed ta review and to

v . y ¢ L4 .

: revlse guidelines<«and standards for the deposiboryolibrary system. I

”» N ,

,14
= Some are reinforcements of already existing stated goals. But,;for <

- . . .
t

the first time specific actions are named

./-

These specifics will be received with alarm by,, some' others

. . &

; . twill welcome a model by thch to compare their present practicestanf oy
&

L}
. * . > kS

) to improve their control OVer the evel‘iacreasing material coming :

. - . \s
* 4

- . .
3 ot N

through the depository systems = P %

A

-
» 2 - .

Mr. Schwarzkopf has examined in deta11 the generalized purposes %

°

?

expressed in the Depository Law and in the "Instructions"” to libraries

.
» . - « -
«
. o N “ -
. L
2 .. ! . S A

~ . ‘. .-l ;,, »

L /
"in the system.* He has mhde‘comments and recommendations for'amendments

- .

- . Eo tHatﬂAct. His analysis ‘of the Proposed Standards and Guidelines eads -
“ ‘ . o
"him to conclude that they have falhed to come to terms w1th the problem. -

- +

»

He has pointed out the limits of ‘the law a$ contained in Title 44 and

has shown what can and cannot be doﬁe’. what changes would have +o be

+ ‘ . « . [y

<!

[

made“in’ the law to ‘'make the Guidel&f?s COhfprm to that 1dw; » what' contra-
~ ‘ « @ ’ .
. L D . 7~
dictions between and among the law, the regulationsn.and'instructions &}
. RN . . B .

. now obtain. All these elements must: be in conformity to make.possible‘ e

v . 3 . 1 -

the fulfi]lment of thise obJectives as presently envisioned

4 -

This paper will repeat Mr. Schwarkopf s cohclusions only as they

i
were, reinforced by respondents to the request” for librarian S, comments -

s - .

-

‘' on the law ag’ presently written, on the instructions which bind the

¥ ' . . R
depositories, and on mimimum standardsto be imposed. < (
- . A - . N 4 . PR e

r
T B A number of respondents suggested editorial changes that would make
R 7 . . A o

- the documents easier to read and the relationship of statements easfer

to grasp. These could*be effected quite simply without changing the

: . * see Appendix D, Analysis of Proposed Standa.rds and Guidelingg’ for
Depository lera.r:.es. , ' . -

- - ] ~

- Q « ‘ . ‘ B..z el . ‘ ' R
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'meaningi:;\hhe EEEQSEEESE- Parallel construction is the best rule .for -*

. \ ®

clarityj‘ For eXample, Sections 3= 4, and-3 6 begin with the statement
MMG- St \/

.;: N

. .of the section all other sections .are declarative statements -(with

w0

g passive and active verbal construction perhaps making for initial con-

. - * N M L4

fusion)- Tn Section 10 10 l and 10-2 are declarative, sentences,

" and lO 4. are comgands "The headings for Sectjiqns 3 ané 9 are not

<
N ‘

«® consisteqf.with.either; 'Qpace Standards and Services to Users wOuld

be good headings, with the’ sentences now presently used as, or in-

<

corporated into 8-1 and 9-1." At the very 1east, the headlngs should

appea% ip dll capitals, in some other.distinctive type, and/or centered
e, . ] _'_:;’ ) i,
or separated by space from the text. o L 4

/

-
~ v <, &

The obJectives of the Depository Library System were well taken
. o 0 \ \

in prineipl@ by all” respondents 'The implementation of the program

The P;oposed Changes to the Proposed Guidelines recbmmends
. % -

1 ' )
.

additidnai appropriations to the. Quperintendeat of Documents for the
~ . -5

acqu1sition of non—GPO*government publjcations. These monies would allow

N ' ¢
s

- T -
for the incorporation of thbse documents that fall within the purview  ay

“ s e ’”

S of the.program, no matter their sponsoring agency Qr their format.

;r T " 3

. T

The "Prpposed Changes take cognizance of the dhal responsibilities

TN m..,d

assumed by,Regional Depositories——to render’ service to their ownlclientele
- . h f 3
and to provide -loaps to and reference service for other libraries in the

» >
v “n " .

- “n

region._ ‘The law presently stipulate that\a,depository may rece1ve only

= one copy qf each title Boint 2490suggests that more often than not,

1 -*f“ -
multible copies should be available, the exception would be the choice of

* The. numbers in the left margin correspond to the paragraph. numbers
1n the Proposed Standards and Guidelipes. (see Appendix A)




only ong format. ;&his_statement at the veryileast is misleeding and /
. / . . !

/
reworded.

.
B

would. have to 8 Better stiilj

accepted: r, im

My gional‘deposinories be entitled to a second copy, eithe7

microform paper, copy, if desired.

the Regio'al could send that, or could provide fiche to. fiche, film to

the recommended change should be!

\

\\

A

.'If the second copies were micr?- \

"\,

\
1

/

film dupiications to their selective depositories. Another suggested

i

‘ addition to thange la: ’ g i . L
. Mt-is recommEnded that sufficiept copies be availeble after -
. depos1tory distribution to fill claims “for publications Tissing /
LY * ’ /

frbm shipments ¢

)t

. /
© was strongly mentioned'by more'than one librarian for himself aZg‘h;\,/ ‘

—~e,

RV
3

%

/

irate,patrons.,“'

[

&

3 / ,
| /

.’ fthat léad to differences of opinion,
e .!""

|
LSV PR
L

-

s
9«
’

This point raises the question:
. - t

va{pe,

what does have reference
. 2, 5 - ' ’ '

and to,whom? Statistical absttacts--general and subject otie ted--,

. . ' i/* /; _

ot eré‘appears

to be Little quaprel with such a definition. It is beyond these types

Ve vz

c10se1y

/eé

/room. fhe.vagueness

Perhaps the tetrm is

"

& .
relat|ﬁ to materials usuallyffound in a referenc

If different_guidelines‘and standqrd can bé set for the different'
toe . ' A . @

S 3 . .o ‘ .
,oﬁinds of depositories, 'i.e., "Congressiénal" and "law"’designations,c

~ , e >

i

.
.

. > ) .

: ,:Msome distinétioh could be 'made in whdt constitutes 'reference.”

S

,
& . . : b b4 ‘ N |

'''''

£ samples of series.

. »

. self explanatory Some serjes are surveyed very earlyaso th

¢ . n »
.

Tt deposi

A

may select the ftem in )

<t

blicationsA

IS

{e lack of annotations of notice -of titles
Some series titles are

tories

o,

y .
“ Y from their beginnings As possible, titles of the first issxe to be -
‘ v, e — I . K )
, S A A R N - -
" ! et/ B-4 h -
/ S K] L.bi \ . R —




available serve as a guide. These are the explana.ions that have been

-

\

given from time to time.\ . ~»
¢ * ) ' ) . '

The widened scope ‘of materials available is pleasing to the respondents

. b I
s B E

<

in selective depositories (regionals indicate that depository éistribution

of some titles in microformat wOuid be an: absolut necessity, and that
. v '

in most cases® they would make.the.choice of format.) - . c T

The guioelines_as proposed suggest that ite _numbers be subdiyi@e@(
"as' necessary td insure... only wanted documents!'. There is growing demand -

4
!

for closer narrowing of series if the intent is 'to be realized. Apparently

-
Fl

the better idea is to have each series represented by its own item number.

Y

This would eliminate confhsion, save time and ‘space for libraries, and

. ' o )
money for them dnd for the government. This one section was ireceived with
& '},\ * o »

! )
.enthusiasm by every Rgrson replying There seems to be a feeling that
. ) i, - ® . .
libraries can choose a, single series from an ftem number carrying more .
P . . £ ,

than one: . perhaps that could have been done when the system was smaller,

N .

it would appear to be too costly at present. As itéms.are rationalized -
. . 9 o tﬁ < »

the Washington office and agencies responsible for the publication should

Consult warking librarians and others knowledgeable in tﬁb fields of study._

In addition to the information suggested, shipping lists should .
° . , S v ' ) b

. f * ) ' 1 £
1, Classes changed--earlier SuDoc classification numbers

« 4 . '
N .

2. Classes added--the assigned name Of the agency and titlekof'

- - i
s .

provide at least for:

Y . the series

s

3. CfLorrecfions: . N - ‘ ) —
- - \ . . « 5 - T

a) . 01d class as;well as new (this used to be done) .




&

2-8

2-9

, P
D ¥ a

b)*. Indicatibn of °
- . 1) Changed classification .

of series
2) changed‘classification

. of specific publication

[

‘3) typogréphical error .

The "claim form" makes no mention. of claims

R S !
3

for damaged, incomplete, or incorrectly collated

.

‘documents. It presupposes that the librarian knoﬁq

to get a copy of a m¥ssing shipment list to use -

e \ ‘ .
in claiming a missing BShipment. The italicized

: _ } L%
"false statement" antagbnized some of these responding

. b

1
librarigns. They fel} that the.guidelines and instrugfiops

!

clearly presented are sufficient notice of the policy

of the depository system..

3
o

! \ [ & .
"Timely?-is a word almost universally=used

3
{

in the diécussion‘concerning catalogs, bibliographies
to I ‘ - ‘ '
and iﬁdexgg}’ The feeling seems ,to be of long standing,’

.

agravated by the delayed appearance of the 1975 -
N ] - . . .

and 1976 issues of the Monthly Catalog. Title 44

demands bibliographic tools and certain types and Lo —
periodicity. This irritation may have its rewards.
Library patrons and décument users~of‘eVery ilk

have been doubly impressed by ‘the necessity for access °

. -
_

I T .
todgovernmenm.informatioq4 The Freedom of Information
- 4 Pz . —

&

L
g
N

. B-6
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A

- Aéf\hés reinforced thé‘legal:basis;fo; production ’ ':\“
. e . -
and the publijc's awareness—ef"the tools and/or lack * ) .
N 3 A ’ ‘ . ) ' s - *»A\
- of them. S i ’ e B .

This is not to take away from the past or presept

v

catalogs. Nor is it intended to insist that rétrospegtive/ﬁk\*\‘—;'{

ones be .revised and enlarged. Some features could

o %
- be restored to current indexes. Earlier issues

- ’ { . 3
i of the Monthlleatalog had carried "Notes of General . \

& P e

- - .

Interest:" 'New government agencies were detailed:

. enabling legislation, functions, history; with change

of structure or purpose, type of report. Granted

. -

L ' ' sthat this information can be found elsewhere - it s

is later and scagtened. The story of new'peri dicals
ety v
A .

3

?ells the t&pe of information, the audience to Whom
. re * . ‘\1 . , d « :
t s it is addressed. Policie$ and explanations of the,

N - o s . »
Superintendant of Documents office were. given as

w

’ .needed. S : . s Ve

“ . ® .

> The Monthly Catalog is on"OCLé as of July-1,

. ;nd entriéS«wéll'be a cordiné to AACR. iTflelcataiog r )
wés'at one time arn;; ed by department, withe its ’ -
'shbagencies s!!sumed._ To acgdmédate access‘go publications . %
of a éarticula; body, “the index listed the ngme of i | _\

«» the agency with sometimes idgntifying types, anq

i~ » . v - - . hy
. -

. _ , ‘ o .
all pages (later entry numbers). Later, the- arrangement

N
.

o was alphabetical by agency. In the latter instanée,

e : 4

a list of agencies represented in that month gave

- ° B“? , . (“ -

20.

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




. ~

understandlng of the organizatlonal structure of .

. N n R h " )c..'o
government, The new Monthly Cataﬂog will give subJect

€

approaches directly, rather than in a séparate index.

'
s -

. This is, a plus,. In add1tion, there is to be an ’ :

< .
\ . -
:

© '

.author, a title, subject index.szrojected are stock
! ¢ * ’ . . .
- number, classification number; series number’, perhaps

.

b

5 ~
- t

v ...l a_separare. c;rporate agengy 1nde»"c Tl e o <<

t - .

“The nee

N -
"~

for a thesaurus of terms has long ' b

: . S <5 3o
) . been felt. "Indexing and subject, headings are.- not

o ) . i
S " consistent from month.te month, and less from year
. k. & “ . .
' to year: The change to Library of Congress suhject
. . /headlngs will not obv1ate the\necesslty for a d1ctaonary s
L that will list words that narr;w and p1npdTnt 1deas «f
. . and facts. The list should‘@lso include "see";@nd'w,;~ "

¢

8 . . ° .

. . :
. ' Y . oL < .

b .

"see also” references. - ) . ’ ‘ T

. Commercial pubiishers.ha come to the foréfront'
in ind@x ing and abstraptlng gov rnment publlcatlons.
LN LN 4 ¢ -
Notable among current in- depth services are Congresgional

-

2

Index - (CIS), American Stat1st1cs ndex (ASI), Index .,

to the‘Serial Set by Congressjonal \Information Service,

+

<

. John Andriot's numerous indexes and

. N P, .
. - Greenwood Publishers services.- These\ companies
b3

-

.- ’ eneréies to the field, A number of companies” from,

-

time to time have indexed the JPRS serjes.\ There .

. " ' B-8
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-

********* XnNE™

on, y T,

a correlation AD/PB’ 1ndex out - Gf date dindex cou

Ny . N N

-

= *
. -

be'contlnued. . . e .

P .

STAR, NSA (now ERR),'are majot,index%agstr5ct S

. . H

ki . . N

[

® -

LI " . °
sources for 1nformat10n in therr fie&ds. Government

soverimens )

¥ ’ e

;l | ’ . - AN X f

R;ports Announcements and.Ihdexes'(its'latest,name)

[ N *

indexes-abstracts materials in economic and social .
- . * v
% - .« " N . LR LI

-

. . ,
sciences and to lesser degrees, humanpities, and lists .

> ~ .
13 . . A}

. N \ N

-

" B N . , - . A
- . .

and identifies abstracts found in the two: preceding

-
-
> ' . . .

journals. Resources 4n. Educatiofiacovers a subject * \

- . . .

s . B .

- . ‘J“" 5 .
field perhaps wider than its title impliess Préssures
a ) 1]

. . - N « . "

of money and time -have forced the cessatidbn of some~ Yoo ~

-~

- A -

of these.cumulations.

»

- o~

\
o - (L. . .o .
e, , R v

For Beveralhyeérs thexre 'has been some thought‘
. . i

i . Y ) N PR / .

given to upitiﬁg all-these into ‘one big catalog. .

3 £l

oo -~

This appafently is ‘an attempt to meet the ¢

S

e &

@allenge

N +

. . for a comprehensive’ catalog

N

Mbst 11brar1ans speaklng

«
-

-

to the“questloh
P

What would be“the sense Ln*Qearchlng so many entries

° a
°

about so much of no 1mport to the 1mmed1ate use

v ‘u .

throw up their hands in holy. horror.

.
"

-

N 3

.

fz

.
(™

The‘indexes to~these=major.services_have cumulated

-

quarterly, semi-annually:

.
» s

N

4

.

ﬂ
For somew @nd a

-

t some

e

. \ ’,‘

eériods, the cumulat

ive index was a:separate purchase ) B

LY

The Monthly‘Catelog,

E

and not pa{t of tha subs@riptlon.u

whlch is a klnd of contlnuat

n of

Yo

the.Documents

~




A\

’

Ry
. \

. ‘of t1tles% So-called "Repont literature“ iis caught

\ - ./ bo - ... <
Iy . . . - .
.o . . v,
. A - « .

. \‘ . . . P ] oy .
Cataioghg\‘bl annual

1941-1950, and a 1951- 1960 cumula iwindexﬂw» The

. v
. v

idea of a 1961—1970 cumulation was abandoned'and

< . Q
"\ .

a qu1nquenn1al is in preparation as of July, 1976 . 0
;:§§§If the Superintendent of Documents is to fulflll '
.o v 2
. the dbllgatlons of Jhis office, then the proposal

- o

. ) .

4 v

3

~ .-

"that flnanclal support be given to increase the . .

- o - ©

-4 o~ . <« . * ¢« o - - "'Q"‘
’ coverage in the Monthly Catalog, improve t@e index1ng, ] T
e T 3

prov1de per10d1c cumulations and\speed up’ publication L .
v .
[ . . ,
.' the?eof" musqpbe 1mplemented L BRRRS f . e
. !‘ [P Y .

1 The standard,_ classifmcation system»fér ﬁederdl N o,

documents,presqmes to be that of the Superinéendent Sl

‘of Documept’s+ This system is established forfthose P

. . S - Lok
[ S

publications ..sept. to the library and classified Ty
. ; . oy
. P} . .t .
by them. It fails to catch those.documents not ° e
‘N - . N < B . ' ‘.‘ bl
. received there (for whatevet reason) but Wthh fall ;" DR S
. _ ,

within the defined types.~

. o - . *

It does not*take into B

L ¢
LS

<. tTe o=

consideration any others of the 1iterallY”mi1110ns S x

. ‘

¥, ° : !
R

&' N * - s

»
.

only if the %gency sends it to the library t : -

2 y - ‘.’ - ' s -
A uo, ,
Th1s\classification~versqsunon—classiﬂica%iOn' Tyt
R S s L ‘ T
poses two problems under oje umbrelT@. Figsty would * '
. . ' ' PR o

“it ovgrburden the'"SuDoc system to the breaking

p011t? (Remember the old "fS" and the Publﬁcfﬂealth N
H T “~ [ -
Service?) Then; if it is not c@ﬁ@loged*by "tehe”.,¢ * Yol
) ’standard "how codld it“be integrated into a 2fnbined
catalog?“ The ovetriding hmestidn isywhether itvt
o S & 1) - R




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- o

T .
needs’to be; slnce feferences “to reports almost

o

always 1denﬁ1fy their. pwn' indfvidual symbols Apparently,

' & t ’ ' \ \\' b

working scie ti%ts demand d&rectwaccess with no

>N [y

.
.

hlerarchlc%} étr@cture standing @nqtheir-wayﬂ

£ .. \»
Some helpfulrrelated aids,-sucb as /@ thesaurus

(in-addition to, other advantages already named, could,

s -
. 5

"be kept current tﬁ‘reflect the'changinéntimes.
LI BRI " 4 3 . - " ¢ "

The reform ih theiprocess,of a551gn1ng individual i

[

N
: - * v . LN, *

<

items numbers for s'etrials. should automatlcally mean'

N
vk s »
- .4 ; . . ,.

a survey of ﬂibraries. ;Thfs will pfovide infqrmation

~ « ’
. - - g

\ SRR A : -
for. the entipe system. Again at this—point, there
. -~ , LA " ‘ 4 . .

. ; -
is thefrecommendatioh that the library consult with

7 @ = v
- - PN

s

.. aun édvisop&‘committee~tf ingsure that thelelassifipationt'

i

e A R N
‘meets the'needs'oﬁ librariés. o >

-
- w s

¥
- *lr ~ 4 ’ [ - .,

There was’ genenally the feellng that the L1brary

had been as helpful as. could be expect@ﬂ with the1r

/ ' o

* 11m1ted staff 1n—he1p1ng librarles to iden&ify speciffc~

en, -
-

items, or to supp}y -a' qlass ndamber for them for a-‘
. PN A : \ ©oT \ ';
- document not‘held in thedir collectioms. Very lately,

M -

a new attitude on the part of ;he admlnistration

v ol od \

has antagonized evén those not'direcqu&affected.

- T - PSS
~

Tﬁ%t this 1s a service above: and beyond the call

» - 1

of‘duty, and not properly khelr,business is beip g .

rather hotly disputed Librarlans hope that 1ncreased

staff expanded space and uniform shtelving, will

Q/'\ .
allow for more he%p thantms- oeedxpossible before.

.

B-11
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National Depository Library% There is general agreement concerning the -
‘ . . . .

; R ~. “ . .
necesgity for ‘a central library or archives to maintjain a copy of all :
~ ) - - ‘

material\passing through the system. The division becomes apparent

‘ in the concept of the yole this institution might play. 3

e Will it be a library giving technical help, reference service,
]

interlibrary,loans, compiling bibliographies? Will it be_am.archives;‘

. r  F S

holding the material'in ordet? - . . s
. N ' \ .

If it sells photo copies of requested documents, the 'paétwof‘the‘

opeﬂation 'will be far reaching The possibility of anot r source of ,

1
[ e

supply,'not-at its own expense, can very easily influence agencies’

- ' s,
1 PR

to reduce the number of copies printed not increase-. as\is now being

\positively pressuregz:\lf as Suggested the National libréry could supply
'y +
replaﬁegsnt*copies to- regi ls, Will this fuhction undercut the sales
- N\ - .
program of the Gove t Printing 0ffice7

-

- - \ A - o
) The system of regionals\;as\originated to serve as a netwqu for the

“ S

) fullnrangg of activities with documents,\ The idea behind the dissipated

reserVes was .one of more intimate contact and interest. The presence -
- L, . v FA - \\I
'of a complete collection within easy‘physical réach (\\mevcomments will )

»

.‘follow later) was thought to be a better arrangement than one collectionﬂ

‘*-~physically accessible to a few. The Presidential libraries are a prime

[}

\

example-of the phi osophy of accessibility.
’ h I ) a/’ /

0 . ,/ . - ' -
Thus the consehsus——if the National library attempts. to be all things

~

to .all.people, it may perhaps be less than 'successful in its mission,

~




e

2—15,16}17 “Almostvto a person; those involved with the depository\system'as a

.

°

; system.have welcomed an evolution and inspection process., They should be
A
R . ;
, .conceived as’ positive factors to encourage\libraries to higher levels .
«. i 4
‘\‘

%éf achievement. Perhaps if the visits were called ' conpultati:ns" they

t‘t 'g} , &

AN

'm\%ht better reach their goajx of having .‘depositories to conform to «z}ﬁ.\“,

. .
-
../'

regglations and of providing adviee and help to achieve the ideal.’ \

P \—v m‘)( . ’

As the interview prpgresses, the evaluator can and should note %

’ .

*” '-\‘( LY -&r" <
e exceptfons to Standard procedures with the reasons for their being, with%em &
,:sm '\

the possibjlity of changing or expanding ways of caring for the collectfihS’éﬁﬁﬂ“‘
He certainly should have time enough dnd opportunity to study responses

N
.

from other libraries and to pass on good ideas that work! kA library with’

@ WOrkable and well received program will certainly be willing to. sha!e

. B3 ~

information on t. . T RS \‘ -
P . \ . o ) ;

[

Again, the representatiVe shduld send back to_the ltbrary a written

-

) .
N

summary of the findings of the vi‘%t together with any recommenaations or.

la \..
» )
suggestions that could upgrade a depository with’ a relatively low ratin?,-

.
“ * F

.{, c . N
and host certainly encourage the, better ones to higher standards.

- } 3

g The suggested six months period is thought to be .too short a time to,-
H I :
correct inadequacies, This effortzwould almost surely entail more mnney and

Ll ]

(mora sbaff to bring\\he library to.standard Perhaps this requirement:.

~

might be\changed to say that indications of improvement .nust be apparent

;ﬂ‘

, f *aurtng“\hitsperiodiléﬁf\thEn probation continued for a further similar oo )

~petiod before the library wourﬂ be dbleted from the Aist of depositories.

i . 3
- A . [N

The. Regional should récqive a copy of the report on the depositories "

P

it is designed to supervise and to help. 1In the initial visit to the
regfonal N there will obviously be discussionjgf its relationship with ':?

’ .. < "@:‘v .

. B3
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) D
other libraties. If this visit is made after some of tﬁe selective LT .

depositories have been"seen, the coyﬁents can be helpful. At this point, \

constructive sugﬁestions are.possible. After the remaining'lioraries have’

’

been visited, further comparigops of !Yfective relationship can" make

possiblé a valid judgment of the effectiveness_of the regional. Certairly
. . $ .
ideas gleaned from other states and-other areas will be appreciated..

The questionnaires “and surveys of the past have given* libraries

- ' 4

an opportunity to examine thbmselves. For those people who are self-

‘ \ ) motivated, they have served as a spur to better service. On a more’ mundane

levelt they have been used as a lever to move library administrators to
" action and to greater support of the depositoriesf
7 .*‘,
" What becomes of the surveys and questionnaires when they are

.returngd? /Are they filed away and forgotten? ‘Or are they read, studied

[N
Ky

to treate a basis for rethinking the program as'a whole as well as the
" instituticn replying? A comprehensive study based‘ogffne information

‘.

gathered is long overdue. This is‘a governmentﬂpublication_that would

be weicomedﬁ '-‘ P , _ "

The implementation of such an ambitious proéran.is predicated on the
provisions of additional funds. The financial'stress just might bring
: an' evaluation of the svstem andha refining of its compass. ‘

%
2-18 Public Documents Highlights is the first significant step taken to

-

present new policies and procedures. The series carries information og.‘

~

interest to all: persons concerned with the use of documents. Its

‘distinctive titfe makes it»easily‘noticed, and it is available to the general

"

" public. The anppuncements in the shigpteg lists are another source

of information of administrative interest forkdepositories only.

B-14 |
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\ : t ‘
. 2-20 - | It is interesting to see how many of the proposed guidelines and
~ :
suggested changes to them have been implemented=since they were. ,' g
. A S
2 © .

_initially presented, and bow effective’ the Council has beeh and is being.,

2-19-" The increased acﬁivity in the field of documents,has been stimulated .

\
. . by the producer and the user; sometimes in reverse order. The same can be
’ " ) “

said for trade publications of and about official documents. Many 6f the

agencies of the government are fully cooperating, with all that the )

word implies. They are anxious to allod commercial and/or associations -

to irdex,’ abstract, list, compile Bibliographies, and take every -

;. r
opportunity to encourage such participation. In the receht past, the

Executive,\EEgislatiwe, Judicial axmieégf the government and many in.

independent agencies have presented their published materials to be

s

. filmed or to be reprinted. Thus_it is that libaries recéntly established
e . .

- can provide an almost complete collection of retrospective‘series‘as well
as of current or just out-of-print material. Declassified and otherwise

- * unpublished ‘documents are now open and available. .

. [
»

New companies are formed (sometimes it seems daily) and.old companies

i

have expanded their operations in the field of'documents Competition

in the.field is keen, and quality of product almost uniformily good.
Pressures of money, time, space of the Government Printing foice,

its affiliates, and the nultidudinous other agencies that publish and

of various places that house the material are forcing the government into

Supplying some documents.in microformat. This practice 1s causing

e ~

5t

some anxiety among the co;mercial.firms which have staked their futures

.
i

in the field and some friction has arisen. The two are not generally

]

antagonists, but rather protagonists trying to come to a reasoned way of

accomodating each other'and the publie. ‘ ’ R ' “

2~-21, The Library, considering the whole question of statistics, must weigh

B-15 28 :




3 ¢ o B
e ‘ a >~
. . j . iy . 15
< . v -
?. the need for the figures,wthe ability of the library to utilize the in-

formation, the overlap with statistics compiIed in other departments,

« “ . . .

i e., reference, interlibrary loan. Specific kinds of statistics are' B
- ,v . -
* Lo discussed in detail in another study. There was no derious opposition .

. “ ' to the premise; indeed, some pointed out that supporting statistics
. . I
. Vo, must be available if the depository system anticipates a National

-
« % > i
N .

-
.

- . \ .Depository’Library. Statistics do bolster  the positionlof a 105a1

-

. depository as it seeks a better financial rating.

epositories.

.

. . This is the time to look very closely at the l{brary.,WAy is this. library

ators/?@t it . . ‘

a govermnment depository? Because earlier some admini

3-1. Serious attempts are being made to assess the qualityhof
o . .

.

" was a jpreat idea and'nobody has reviewed the situation’ Because a.* , . Tt

3

Lt _ representative ‘or a senator wanted to "point. with'prid'" to what X

* ™

oo he had done for his constituents? Because he and the library are

-ir < - -

1 3
conscious of the prestige that is 'a holdoyer from the days when the

-
‘e

~ .

* Superintendent chose them and noﬁ the other way around? _Review the reasons, ) *
then seriously consider discontinuance. * ’ > ,
Y. ’ . Is this library giv1no the service that satisfies“its patrons’ The .

quality of the collection in relation to the putpose of the specific library
is of equal “importance to its quality. Basic books myst be supplemented . . .

by thoughtfully chosen added titles. If such a collection can not be

-maintained on a worthwhile plane, the library might better serve its

¢ '
kY

community by relinquishing its depositdory status to another nearby institytion.. %

“

The nunmer and location of depgsitories must be reviewed,according to

€

several of those responding to questioning. Some'densely"3

'<— 'y

) * < populated areas are served by several libaries; sparsely populated western

. ; states’ may have depositories separated by hundreds of miles. Rural areas also

99 © U
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. . are under‘repfesented., Where one €ongressional district encompasses
many;countkies;'the inequities are compounded.-éome limitations might be .
. . 'set to take into account geographic coverage. “SomeJrelatively small libraries"
might be willing to serve a wide'area.. Perhaps there could be a‘"split"
¢

" regional depository, whetein reponsibility for certain types of material by

subject: or by issuing agency might be assumed by each eatity of a grOup.

! . . .

Only in this way does it geem possible to realize the goal of

«

. making documents 'available to the people. This solLtion is. proposed‘as

frequently'by those in congested areas as,by those in the less populated

~ ¢ A

! "regions. T . ‘ .-

: 3-2 One othe: questiorn frequently arose. What of those institutionms

» [ * » . B .

‘ . which have‘restrictidns on the use of the facility?- If the general public

.o

.

- is not allowed free use of the library, then the conditions for a depository

are not met and it would logically follow tﬁ&t depository starus must
- - .
be revoked If the federal documents are integrated into thc general

L4 . o °

. ha ¥
.collection, there ispOSSlbly aviolation of. the-law., Some libraries .

have construed the law to include ‘the entire library collection. The

- R - -

law affects federal documents only. If they are maintained in a séparate .
collection, access.to them couldobe arranged with a minimum disruption o

N .- . N . -

to the library's regular\routine.~ ¢ T - C, .
. - . LI . .
' 353, 7 "o vague' is the comﬂent on 3-3." Some respdndents think that ‘ ’.
4 ’ ~ ) ‘ af

>

minimum requirements for space, budget , for a given number of titles/,

» ' .

volumes should be given as an indication of the ideas of’the Superintendent s k
] > ° . 3
: -+ mihimum requirements.” . . S i '

> - L4
v 3 .8
. . .
0ot " . . . . .

.

Even with,proposed changes, thefe is no consgensus ‘on the minimum .

.

size of-the library. Special libraries’ might nbﬁ need 10, 000 titles >

. £ . exclqding government publications,' If, as suggested earlier, there is

’
e ‘ [ '

no larger library’ to sérve a multi-county, perhaps a multi—state area, 'L”

<«

Q ) - . . .. ,
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N

’

E . 3 . ¢
. .

is it not betfer to some rather than none? . ’ ’ K

. Depositories must be allowed some discretion in assigning thei>\‘
. S ) A . X , \:

hours‘bf service.{‘It is conceivableithat the clientele wduld . \

p - : .

find other times more suitable for their needs and ppportunities. 'The \\\
+

guidellnes could indicate that variations are allqwed. *

. ‘ \

v -

"Who makes known a vacancy in'a Congressional district7 The’

-
’ .

Superintendent of. Documents, Senator or Represen&ative, the state library e

. M s -

authority,’the regionally conceivably, could be aware of

i tle. vacancy, in that-ordep.i The professional agsociation 1s probably the

last to hear, -~ = . . T : '

e . .

. Thellogic of the ‘guidelines concerning the disci§iop to

.

designate a new depository can not be faulted.\ oﬁ paper, this is fine. In

~
~ - [y

,(c' [ ’ -
aEtual practice, quite the contrary sometimes occurs. In ane instance;

- he v

the library head became aware of the new status through the newspapers..

hey were not consulted or’did the state authority have suffiéient | ’

‘1 ad time to.do.a study on the real value, -t . ¢
o L Y

Before depository status is cqnfirmed the requestor shouid p*esent

- i

-

N

\i writing (if possible also on personal interviews) the resources of .

b

, . .
’ LN

about he government or by its agencies. .In addition, perhaps other basic

ight be indicated for libraries with Special interests or serving a

Y

1) rticula public. education, welfare, health, law, sciences.

statements show that some librarians agree with the ,

proposed.guidelines 1f the government provide, as free depository material,
> T . ‘ . Y ]

. ’ . “
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e Y - Wt
- . N _ .

microformat: if that best suits tHeir need. o

T

No one ‘questions seriously that the depository should “maintain some

N LN R

basic catalogs, .guides; indexes generated by government agencies. A
[N . "ﬁ"— - . :'_

. number of respondents consider it to be the responsibility of the depository

system to provide any recommended trade publicatiohs to pay for all govern—

ment titles available only in’ microform or in reprint formats. .

Insufficient funds for -purchase is the most frequent reason for the

library s failures, to: provide thefr trade sources. None suggested that if

)

the federal system absorbed: all such costé for. all libraries, something would

have to go, and it might be libraries. ) 4 o K o

-

. N 1 P

Here as elsewhere ariseséthe philosophical and yet practical °

-

question: who is the libraryws puBlic7 Is a "law" library obligated to ¢
/
serve persons outside its confined interest’s? ' A "Congressional" library

.

may be presumnd to have as its public the people of the Congressiohal district.

bntil and unless this dilemga is resolved, persistence in a

"numbers game' will‘alienatejand divide the documents community and its

-’

-«
neighbors. ’

’

. @

H ) ¢

-

The suggestion that.a library be required to select at least 25% of

* the available items on the Classified List meets almost‘unqualified

opposition. One argument is that ft places undue burden on the staff ' .
and facilities of smaller libraries. It provides more than "frequently"

‘ﬁ\ M ‘4‘« . B
used and potentially useful materials. . . T : ' -

- -

“

These sections seem contradictory, and inconsistent with statements

on pages 7 aqd 11 of the Instructions to Depository Libraries, rev. July

1974 . ‘ N

"You are urged to’ use your utmost discretion in selecting ’
«, publications so that there will be no waste of Government

‘funds and so .that you can give proper custody of those you

do select and make them readily available to your patrons."

PN o

319 3R ,
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‘ . ’

All selections should be reviewed once
a year to determine whether the library
is receiving material which is not being
used and to .eliminate wasteful use of
taxpayer's money and unnecessary costs
. .“to the Federal Government in supplying ' v
- material which is not needed. '

. An arbitrary figure, be it number of titles, . -

. . ‘or ény dictated percentage, subverts the purpose )

of the selectivqbdepository. ~

4-6 Can not the implementation' of Section 6 be the

instrument used to,in§ure that the district is well

served by its depositories? If the parent organizations
. - L] ¢ ’
. agree, the various libraries can establish certain

» )
i v ! ) -
speheres of concern, organize the materials, and ﬂ
T
—_7

make them generally available to the cooperating

S

bodies. Reference sérvice on "as possible" basis - R
can be given by phone and letter as well as in person. i

S
. This plan has worked very well in more than I

. one urban area, and across Congressidnal boundaries
- - . . -

in states where the libraries are not more a three

. hours! drive or as close as eightéen/miles. .

.
. -~ *

-
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Organization of the Collection-’

5-2 0f all things, there is a great flap oveér the

e

instruction to date publications with the date

! ~ - ’ %‘, - . -
of the Shipping List. Especially, those with an
. R !

integrated collection ask for an option of date,

.of the Shipping List, date of receipt (dﬁte‘of ) ¢

~

process). Cqmments at the April meeting of the - ’ -

Council- tJ the Public Printer reinforce the concern
i -
s > R

over this upsetting routine.. DttP has also printed

protests of’some of the, community The Documents

‘ B

. . nghllghts announced-that in August 1975 the Superintendent

>
of Documents had agreed to accept either one as

.
e,

méeting the requirements. :
- * hY . - .
) -It is possible that this minor point that could be~ .
, ’ ~ o~ * ~ .
seen and dealt with as a "thing" and ndt an “idea

’

- . Py ' . -

" is settled and a solid gZeling of écéomolishment -
. :; .- soothes the jaggled ngrjes. A . . .
5-3 : The requlrément for a,record of accass1ons ) ‘ \
. seems to oe a ;erfectly legitimate ‘request. Certainiy . ¢

N . ]
most librarles have control qver their ordery//ana

» . .
G L] “ )

" .
* -

». maintain records to show where the materials are N I
. H 4 4
. located. . . . C ’
5—4 A shelf list is rather readily oefined:, it

is a list .of materials - arranged in the-order of

its appearance on the shelf. Yet one library reports, oo

~—m e




s %
, A shelf list is not necessary for our
. ) particular operation. A file consisting

. of a card for each class we receive has

proved sufficient for both accessfoning *
. and retrieval. Also, I .think that the

establishmegt and maintenance’ of a shelf~ *
list record for every item received would

.

place undue demands. . »

v

. - -~

N L4

Another "does not have a shelf list.", Numberéd
4 o . ser;es are checked ip bygéitle. "[h@-exﬁ?angtion

of how these are'arranged; nor types of recordé
- . :.". - ‘.
for other than numbered.] Others do not, ‘have -a

N shelf list. . .operate with efficiency and provide

4
5 P .
\

. in-depth service tq their patrons.,"”
. H ’ , . .

“
. »

Some contrue the regulation to require a .separate

card for each publicat&on received, and to dis%llqw
' N » - 4 .

) .1forms desighed for checkiné numbered, seriéi ggaannual;‘ o
" 5-6 ’ , TLhe recommendation is‘uhfair~to those ligra;ies L "‘u‘
' using;a system other tﬁan Superintendent of Dgguments. ¢ ’
One respénde;t wondéred if the Suﬁoé number is?x

R hd -

- w o

used that fauch. It demands a duplicate record, Sbme

. . . v . '., . . . IQ +
say. Documents in an integrated collection can v .
.1 N
card: »
Ry * .

be retrieved by the main entry 4n the public
I ce T

catalog? This card carries the‘doeuments{simhol

t
- N
v -

for cross-verification. '.A . ' A
' . ) . N LY * , .
. . The official‘Li%rary cad‘dlhxify the recommendations - .

. A

. »

and perhaps givé‘ekamples,Jf how ‘to ﬁeé} with the .

least  amount’ of disruption. - _ ot

& ,

In strictly unofficial‘conversationsahere'and

theré, a solution is offered. If an entire . ’ ¢
. . wd, L

Q | R . . - . B-22 o "‘j ‘ ‘ . .




. “

series is cataloged, the infbrmation'gan bé Yecorded
. - o B

'~ in either of two ways which ;ould fulﬁill~fhe feguireﬁent.
One way has been(ﬁhowéd‘iﬁ the discussipn pbové.
., The qtﬁer'ié a "round-about." <The classification -

«,
. .

the very least; the additiqn-offthe

numbers [at

st

main entr$y adds to its effectiveness] or the routing

«
.

, of unclassified documents can be enteged on. the

- " . * [ S A,.
Item catd. ;he bulk of serials already cldssified:

(XY
¢ . -

can very easily choke the sys;e@. Because the: Library.

L3
. ” il

“of Congres%,éabgl%gs'relatively few monographs,

and thbdse not always timely, original,k cataloging -
. l N “

is freqhenély the _rule. Here certainly, double
. : . ) e .
. records will be necessary to assure immediate retrieval -.

-
v

of a dotument in @hg'cataloging process. . .

~ .

This requirement éan. also impose a burden
v \

on a small staff, one that does all of its own

Y .

b
. . . -
o . N

E4 . 3 . ¢ ot ) =
processing and typing of cards. . ‘ .
& . ., .

~ Again, some have
. »

assumed that if the depository

Y
LR}

.. Dboxes have been wpened and any claims neceSsary

- . .
LI

- L
‘made, the items can be arranged in order and in

q ’ B - . o
a sense are '"processed" and can be atcessed.

- e
» . » S -

Some cdmpromise'thI*have tp be reached between
. : >

'qhé“démand ﬁpr“cémwléted,cataioéing”and the reality

of.temporary recorQs‘Ehag will ﬁrovide accessibility.

- . )

. The stiéulation that documents be available
P ’ o ’ '

to the public ten days from receipi is called imﬁqgsible

by thode‘librarieg whichlfully cajaiog and classify = -

« s
v
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R .~ The- Superintendent“bf Dbcuments mmst set the L

. PR .

., ) standard for stétistical count of the publications

T AN PR .’ S ERENY . B -
. -

- - Was51ng thrbugh the dep051tory‘szstem. The American . -
< ., . - 3 -

. N Library Association hag had more than one method . o L

. . . . -t . ‘.l. . . , >

. ' - ' of requesting statisticsz-,monograph periodical . .

- - ol .
< » s N . o T T . o N
’,

~.

- (variously defined aq,a tmtle appearing 1n a frequency

B - >~ . Y .

- o, pattern up -to semi annual), serial (title appearimg -

' . N

;
A
o

-

P > DN , N N - \- ) D
~ N Y% ' on auﬁrequency pattern\from semi—annuak); or irregular.- .
4 - . . » b L ‘- ) SN . PR ’- . - < » ~e.
N ; Y e s A & N A e 4. b .
At times, indlvignal issue's of a "periodical”- :
1 < - N ~ . -~ .
t LIV : . . N . K N \. , ~

B .were not to be counteﬂ;.the completed volume then

» . L .

; - is one (d) ,added to the collection.»'The American S . !

‘ . . 2 ,/““\ . 5, \ . )
Assoclation of Law Librar1es ‘counts the individual ’ T

1 . . <o ! : =

. pieces -as’ %dded td the collection. s : . -

P

or

n \' . *

-

LTt . Material, wh@ch is later_cumulated presents' . .

. .o .

another probrem.. Is it counted\as it arrives,-and - - L

\ . O v “ ¢ ‘v /f""»‘\ < -

R O later opunted as Vithdrawn? Are changes\to be inserted .

. H g‘ . N i N

¢
> & - .

L b counted at all9« Handling all th\s material involves '

L4 ‘ . 2 ¢ } - - ¥ i
v time and resources ‘yet the numbers do not ,appear ’

. ® . . L ~ AY
, ‘ oy .
. in the final statistics of documents added to the

< AN N ' N

~ ° - i . R .

- . . . .
. " ' ¥ ~ . A

AP cdllection.. . . ) . - C !
[ - ", . »- .
Y ' ' Tmé library must keep a list.of p1éces handled"

, Lo ‘e, A . . !

" : ', 'to helplto Justify alrequest~for<;o?e ‘of . everything

. ' -
- N w. Iy s > [
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Maintenance of the Collection
I3 « -« 8 .
v s - X ;T g ST

| . . . . . . . \
P . ) ‘- L ¢
-7 . g -Flnanc1al considerations,~perhag§ more than -
N . LR L - . K t‘ ¢ . ‘ !
any.other single factor; determine'the physical-. :

> ~

‘ ) cond1tlons housing the collectiqt and the staffi g ’

-

NI ' deVoted to government publlcations. Libzary buildlngs -

*

‘can be rearranged only so far, and thé, number and.

o
. \ .
. " quality of staff can not always keep‘pace with the -
- - - ’ 1’ . ~
‘ need. \ ) . r
’ A - - Q. s .
. Not even in the sixties, during the growth ad

.

. of colleges and the frant1c bwilding of- bulldings, T

\eould the 1deal of space and lighbing and layout

he achieved. N ) )

The interest in documents is of fairly reégent .
¢ N I d " !

‘ s vintage, and persons thoroughly trained in the

o~

. intricacies of-third forms and sequenges and‘bibliographical

(SR .. .
- -~ control’arenotso numerous.
T 6-1 ¢ Very frequently, the binding budget of a library ’

. - -
-

is one_of the first items to be cut. Adminfstrations
4 '

v ratlonalize, "The material is here, 1t is on the .

. \
. -

: shelf it is ‘available." Never mind that blnding

’ ! ¢

~ - r +
makes it easier to shelve, to use, less likely to C

. ! - & '
disappear. ~. . : ¥

4

Lo Buﬂaamand v1nyl binding is not the best ansqer»
. [y Al - ' ¢ | ':\ T
\ p -
to all the documents. Titles-kept up to date by,
o e ~change and addenda pages requ1re notebooks or b1nders .
. . PPN e ‘ v“
4+ N

fox ease.of,processing. Cardboard pamphlet binders "7 .

.
. - - - «
LI . B .

39




¢ oe

N

<
1
7\

P

" Serve to make easier shelving of titles frequently revised

Somé commercial pubLishers provide binders ~ at, a,price - for

ta

¢

later cumulated ipto final bound volumes.

»

\4

.~

of the collection.

.

priorities. -

%

c

4

)

-

- Ve [ Y
‘All thése are increasi@gly expensive»to maintain.

Indigidual in§titutions tend to set thelir own

loose Vleaftservices or. monthly/quarterly publications whﬁch are

<

*

¢
-

£ -~

1f depository colléctions are to be kept according to a

1

" "

These and other factors have their impact on the quality of maintenanCe

pu - standard set by the Superintendent of Documents, some kind of financial

e

P

-~

-

~

f,fsupport should be-accorded to depository libraries.

o

~
/

1f a title can not_be_immediately‘located; a record mustrbe T

fmade. At least three (3) follow-up searches - preferably no

Then make

the same person - should be made for the missing piece.

3

every effort to replace-it.

-

4

If it is in print; replacement should be

< . -3 '_"t, . ..‘/
Reprints and micro-reproductionS’are-available,fo; most

. o . . P "

’ ,.obligatorx.

o~

TS

]

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: "

v

ERIC® .
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'

" of the histqrically important ahd heAvily_used‘serials.

Individual

titles can be bought “in’ some format.

discretion of the library.

-~

»

-4

L]

ed

[

“  Replacement copies are considered "depository"

e
~
~

‘.as such.

c

~
’

publications are'the stymbling block.

o

)

»

.

~ ~

Again, replacement should.be at the

4 et

o . - ..
~ L e D

and are to be treated

-

4 E]

.Mechanisms for making=available to other libraries unneeded

Documents people are hsually more

than anxious to 'pasg on’their publications to. another library w%ere they

»

/ﬁay be on the "want list,"

-

~

<

L]

'\ v ",.." '~)~27ﬂ
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/
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+ required to be selected, the situation has not reached "crisis" s

- -

propo ions in many libraries. However, one librarian speaks hotly abopt

"retaining all hard copy forever and ever, unless replaced by

m1crofilm or microfiche. So many_ of: the items are of- ephemeral '

L. -

interest, and sheer bulk prohibits such a system anyway. I think this

e

is the purpose of the Regionals..they supposedly ﬂ!be a’ copy of everything

they have received since they started as Regionals. With all our e
. 3" . - ‘

wonderful systems of ILL and shared resources, it should be possible

-

for anyone to get a copy of wanted material. I can't see the. point of ..

_/,a*”ITttle libraries all over hav1ng to ‘retdin ‘hard copy.” Many of them

[ -\k o LA

- e eannqt afﬁord 8uchwluxuqies ag ﬂicroﬁrint/ed/tions.. Also..many of the, i.

s-"'

they would never hold up fof a long time anyway.

- .
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. ~ELEE;;gye that this person is misundersfanding something somewhere,
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extended hours.

In an mtegré;t d

7-3

Staffing
training.

\

D

-

¢

This guideline smacks of credentialism"

N
7
+

“

"A capable ind1v1dual could assune Ilaison respon51b111t1es after a

-

,probationary perlod of less than a year, even w1thout graduate 11brary

"Two years experlence is not necessary for thlS function.

H

", ..trained librarlans with a. knowledge of American polltics and’

L

gbvernment...Unless a quallfied person is in charge of the collectioh

of the ‘myriad other subjects found in documents°

"
m

and servicing it, then adequate sérvice ds not really being prov1ded "
But what of medicine and health, physical and chemical sciences, and all

" L&
e

actiwvities’ rnvolvedc<“1f the recommendation were SO arrange

Perhaps the difference of opinion arlses from the multlpllcies of
would make clearer the documents complex.

.

-
as to
&Q

-
>

group together mechan1cal tasks and "intellectual" 1nterpretation, i

tey/f

or ' [
Thisg§chematic design will tend to have a greater impression and ’

adm1nistration, ‘and ‘make it more amenable to increased support.

é

’
‘/
i

Fot it seems self-evident that outstandina-indeed even ‘effective

W

.

acing a Documents Divisionﬁnndersa_Reference Department which may be
~ wr*under Publlc Service often}gﬁds back-up ‘and staffing in no
S

n-peak h0urs, and
- &

or partially 1ntegratedhcollectlon, all or some of

L Ere e e
' .
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} the documents are processed in the Acquisitlons and Catalog Départments. -

[y =2

In such s1tuat10ns, separate records o% ‘docyments act1v1t1es-may b@ ‘:'

o -

s . A
/ Q 4 P
Y
kept, collated by the 11a1son’person, and Submitted d1rectly *e the P . L
e * Y ' ¢ . ) : s - .’
N adminlstratlon, Some llbrafies which ;ntegrate thglr collecclon may not < et 3
) Q*'ch* ) : ~'h T A
maintain separate statlstlcsﬁon-acquis;t;ons, cata1001ng,,reference,
-~ . o .
circuilation, but count them gs a‘part of the 1ibrarles as a w@ple.- T -
A y P v . , - . “ -
. Still, one peérson does maintain control of.the fanctions named in =
-~ > . " i ) . ¢ ¢ -~
acquisltlons.and cataloglng. ) *_ . ) )
\ s ‘ i R R A
The type of iibrary the. numbers and and kinds of items selected -the .7 s

kinds of service requir

R ——
all have thelr 1nfluence in detéiﬁiﬁiﬁéJehe—ideai"“

S
e

-t N - . ~ <N

- - 7
w o &

:%-5,6'-- The' yrbposed ratio of professlonal to support staff is a helpful
9

figure to present to admlnlstration. Of equal value is a standard by

’

which each department ‘can rate its—own performance in terms of gﬁality

i .

rating of quality of work that can be expected.

Py

iscussion. A separate documents collection

- T . 5
of work. One®can extrapolat

These figures aye open t

can say that‘it does\or doeg’ fiot meet the guideline, Compliance in G,
- . - ~ - )
an integrated collection is less easily determined. s |
. .. . o . 1 )
7-7 The workshops.for-Regional librarians held in connection with A.L.A.

are a fotward step. -1f they\could be held before éaturday (most of. the

documents act1Vities aretfinished Thursday) they might attract_some who

v - - - - -
-

L. N p———

can not stay the extra time, ¢ .o - [
, A N e
. . . State professional “organizations emcourage learning sessicAS at
. T e -

their annual meetings, and preconference’ﬁeetings as-well. Someklibrary’

1 * . I
schopls are awdrding Continuing Education Units (CEU) points_ for partiedfpation

- . , .

° . e B_30
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"7+, " 4r recognized vork-sheps., .~ ., . C . £ .
. N - »e - oo

st Tt ' Admlnlst:rat:ive bndles vary wxdely in "helr ‘b'ggﬁération wi;h e T
. s e p—— F il i3

) et
Sva e thelr staff Professmnal leave’ at: fm onie” optfon. )
0 s ‘"

e of reg’is't:‘i:‘atior\.fees a fuxther.‘ Purchase “of st:udv» materl‘als to'be used in - . ‘.

._‘ a work's‘hop. Partial re‘mbursement of g.ravel funds of lodging, O.f food.

. - Any, or combina\.ions, 9r .all of these flnancial helps ‘may be available.

. R t . . N ~— -
., Such monies‘may\be more for.gl;gomlng for 'pr essional” rat:iler IR
v . - N s - : ° :_;

than for "support" staff, -even though the latter may have major - .

responsibilities. .

'Space Standards " * - .o

L] — - . ,(
’ — ’l. Id

The ideal de'scribed in Sectlon 8 is the dream- of admin‘ist:rat:or, ‘f )
. every librarla_n, of every I:at:ron. What can be done 1s' ?o s;:udy ~the N. )
P . ;o ‘-
‘ guldellnes and 1mp1ement: as many suggestlonq o.S arjﬁossmle. - )
) The' bulldlng 1s what it is, and cocmpletge /rex;o;éatlon, adclltlons,
) new facilltles are hard to come by True,,. a litgle 1maginat:10n, a lot of’

Q

1ngenuxty, ‘a strong back can work small.n}iraclves. The best -the documents

t .3 é
» « - - . . i _— )
’ ) n ‘ librarian in a separate collection can do is to seek equal treatment. - )
8-4 . There are arguments pro and con for open shelf service for a collection
of .gr.eat: size, whether ityr/taﬁged by Supef:lnt:endent: of Documents
o N e . - - -‘

<

- o e T

e e —— £laSSi€ic or _ any othwjem.
e —— e - — ;,ﬁ» . . Ve
afford to«bind‘*ln har&copy all its document . - .

O — qﬂl;brar:y?/financia
ce - T T EEEELT ) - @

holdings., Séveral pie?s irL_)a~rmrnbered series can be bfﬂd,in a single .

4 ¢ . Rlad T

_ volume. —*Alﬁng”c_:n;ne retisions, and they must stand alone. Periodicals ' - o

" e .-
.




2 . ¢ . N ) “e

e, can be'bouﬂﬂ'when a volume is complete. Several years of the annual

report of an agency can be under one cover, But what of‘'the thousdnds of

~

) . Yest served by one. familiar with them.

% . ‘e .

‘ monographic titles received each year’ The best mo&t’ librarie$ .can hope

v 2
~ N -

‘to affora is to put in hard cover s1°n1f1cant.studies. . . .
o ¥ »
6 o - v L] -
- ‘i -~
- .. . . 'Because d‘greater maJocity of Hocuments are "paper" than trade .

AR

' ) publicationsy these present wmore housekeeping problems. Reference (back go
. ¥

that question again) and frequently used materials certainly belong on open

) shelves in an area_comfortable and convenient, with staff members near

-
’ »

. - . . . .

1}
at hand'to give help and advice. ' S .
) ) M
. In a sepfrate documeuts collection.‘rostaaﬁllgxgan be 1n,rtontrplled

s e .‘gw ’

- .. .

stacks. Then depending upon the given situation, staffrmember (or page)

can br1ng the requested title to the patron. If the person needs to use

a long run of a series,. or to browse in a given area, he can do so.

8- 9\ " In some libraries'microforms, their equipment, and service

. have a central location. There is a good case for this practice ' untll clear

indications such as the size of the documents microforms holdings and/or

] the traffic in documents in microform Justify diverting equipment and
staff to an ancillary area." There ‘is the argument on the other hand

™ that the vagaries of documents physical forms and bibliographical control are

67//f pkg,,_:Zhejyenéﬁedremphasis oa /nec’ssity that the depository be open to

the general pubf!c for free use of depository publicat{ons is posing’some o

ERIC

- Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

k4 . - 4 L
- b -3 < -
- ! ‘) \ ) ' ) [ .
— . .
- ! B-QZ ¥ Q ’ 4
. a
' -
» - - ' > } aY
<
« 7 o -
~ﬁ:,¢4£5 N .
. .
LY ‘ . -
. . \ 4 .,
o o N "




problems for libraries - in private- 1nstitutions, academic and research.

LIAPI -
-

The llbrarytwith a separate collection can more easily conform

+ ‘

to this maJor requirement £ok obtaining and retalning depository status.

. II
&

As with other guidelines, -2 ﬁresents a dilemma managing the

.

-integrated collection? Berhaps because many of the questions suggested
+ here ate traditignally answered by the reference department, many documents

collections are a part of that department. Particularly a,c,d,e,f within

the'compass of that area. A~general:lnformation Desk; -centrally located,
- very freQdehtly can take care of "questions not requiring detailed
. Knowledge& A
.} ] Some have in the past interpreted the instructions tq\depositories
materials
td mean that all depository’mnst be circulated. It is good that the

» .
O . ‘e o=~ 3

” guidelines ﬁpell out the option open to the library.:

- If the depository has microforms furnished by the Depository, and

. 3

none substitated for original depository‘materlals,»is it then required .
. . ) - .
1'that.they\;§5nish copying facilities f%F reproducing documents in microform

a

purchased from commeggial producers?

=
L]

: S
. -Cooperation With the GPO

[ . ..
_ . - ‘ . . )
.The extended time of *15 days is ‘a wise revision of the instructions,

«£
4

?hisedramatically increased numbers of documents available has

a

§traIEEdAEEE—Eesources of depositories. The size of the collection is not
. ‘N‘ &

the only factor that pqses difficultiEE? librari;;:;IEF7EMallucoiiections .
\m\ﬁ e

o

e N : —

generally have a small staff All things are relative. ’ , T

s

e




. Claim-fbgms.are to be used ly‘for-reporting publications not
sreceived, incomplete, incorrectly collated’, ot damaged.

Depositories can lose their status if they are cohs%stently reported

negligent in their relationships with the Superintendent of Documents.

N

' Interiibra&y Cooperation

. .
- - . -

. A National Depository Library does ﬁot exist. The collectiOn pulled

‘together” f{p& the lerary ‘of the Superintendent of Documents aig/fﬁzz—;?“\\‘\\_\\

the Natiomal Archives is an approximation. Divided opinion as to what its

function should be has precluded f£#mal decisions. Presently,-it will

»

sell electro~static copies or micro<reproductions of the non-

copyrigbted items held.

® -

Regional libraries stand aé[tﬁe most likely sourxce of help to

- - .

selective depositories under their responsibility, and to other regidﬁafg.
o~

. -

11-2,3 Mechanisms for implementing' guidelines 2 and 3 are almost too'

- L}

cumbersome to be widely uséd. The staff time required to Weed‘fhe :

collectlon of unwanted items (and who has flgured a w’& to tag in advance

\
. ) -

monographs that will, obviously be dlscarded, or dupllcated copies that

will be needed no longer thah the five-year period?) takes an inordinate,
. . 1 M- 8§ .
share of the documents operation, - .

Al T

4 * . . -
“The instruction that says full ideritification 'must be given intimidateﬁj//f

A . ‘

‘the giver. 1If call number, or title, or serial title only could be used,

compiling the.list might be a more realistic undertakirg. )

S Duﬁlicatiﬁg lists to be sent to all depodsitories «in the state, and

*

perhaps to other Regionals is an' expense. Wh&ch library bears thé btunt of
& - . 4 M Nl
47 ’ . " . ) "
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. ¢ -

=o. . such an intrusion.on its operating budget? Which libtrary notifies the’

Superintendent of Documents? _ : ¢

»
v

The instructions are not clearly stated, anhd should be reworded.

~ T

ol

Could the Regional serve as a central clearinghouse for 'want lists™?

.
~ v - ’

. This could serve that area only, or sudh lists'might be sent to 511 Regionals.

s

_Tﬁis still does ﬁot'solve the problem of what to do with weeded documents

e

-

until a reasonable time for them has elapsed.

. . N . .

11-4 How éreat a time lag is reasonable before a library reports to
2t ’ ’ .
the Superint%bent of Documents new Federal publications not listed :

.. - e v N, . ‘ ' .

in the Monthly Catalog? - . ; .

If the library makes such a feport, gives what bibliographical

' .

’ < '
information, photographs, the cover, gives pagination, can it.then ask ¢

..

. -
.

. b * Y N " Y
that a number assigned.for that publication immediately? The source of

acquisition can also be told, to help the official library more easily

‘. trace a copy for itself. ) . R

11-5

. - -

The meaning of’ this guideline is not clear. Does iﬁ make known its
. Y - <
v A
. own holdings? How can.it provide’ toOlSJtO identify the holdings of

.
‘ * ~ . x

another llbrary7 A commerc1al publlsher has offered for sale a unlgh

catalog of depository libraries and the items selected by‘them. W1th1n the

region; libraries can agree to collect in certain subject areas, or are

known to be partlcularly strong in some field and their collection can

be tapped. . ) - . ¢

\T\\\\‘\\“\-i\_____:~The "Item Book" in‘the 1i tire uperintendent of Documents - -

v ~ v . T

is being computerized. "Sote thought has been given to making this

available as a depositor§ item itself on fiche. If this is done, it can be
. . s ) N

-

: '_ . B35
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11-8 -

serves ‘as a guideline for depositories.

» ’

kept up to'date. If a printed copy is the form, it could be revised

periodically and the Regional be respons1ble in the intérim. . . . ..

-~ v LAY

Some Regionals do ask the libraries to send copies of their -

selections, and make a composite list. The ‘Instruction’s be read’ to*

" mean that selective libraries are to send to the Regional, from each survey,ij

. . i .
a list’ of items not selected and to await permission to discard any samples
‘ . ¢ 3 ) . : '
received. If the list can be positive, the maéhinery is_almost set hpm
‘This unqualified statement of loan policies is in direct contrast

)

to Section 9+3, which says that libraries have the option of setting

- . . s -y < I ‘~4, . - !c,-

their own polic1es for use of materials outside the library.

- Most libraries do not lend "reference materials"-~bibliographies,

. . N
dictionaries, compilations of statistics, statutes or codes. of - laws, v

R

bound periodicals. If materials such as these can be egcludede then " -
. - o o= ‘ ‘ .
the policy sounds reasonable. - . . .

"The intent and extent" is unclear. D¥s this mean in lieu’of

w

interlibrary loan? If it means for individuals, it could‘place an

N
+

undue burden on"the library. Sad to say, this privilege can be abused and

the possibility of an unstricted flgw of free materials to‘be added.to

one's personal library set temptations in the way of the bibliophileﬁ of

-

the serious researcher, and of the lazy. ’ . . *

This unfunded exper& devolving ‘upon a library, contrary to its

financial responsibility to make its copy service self—8upporting,

g] * ¢

‘must in some way be controlled. N . .
. 3 ; .

The library should. be able td make the same charges for photocopies of ‘

governmentipublieations as it does for other photocopiés provided in-

.
-

interliﬁrary loan and personal requests néde at this library," but also

. -

-} O i‘. ¢

49 - : -

B-36 '

hd A}




ERIC

+ I

*+" regional. A number of years ago, ‘librgrians d1scussed the necessity for,

and thé space is wi:llino to assume responsibility and some lesser book d

» - ~
a ‘ ' w

. Regional Depository .

v

The problems-of accEssibility to documents collections in the West have

i . Voo . ’ - v L s
been explored earlier. ‘North" Dakota has a split regional’ if an effort to
- - o v . “ . ' ~
alleviate the situation there. The stress on, regionals in densely populated *

. ¢ . «
areas has drawn less attention, New York with 72 depositories has .one

.
. .t

at the least one in the hew York C1ty area and one in the northern part, .

-

of the state. . ’ . LT ' .

-

-
-

Catifornia has 96 librarles. Distances betweip some of~ ese libraries
* ‘T ¢ - . . T, - .

and their regionals are gveater than the distances between some-libraries with® ~—

. »

»

‘fewer people. It_is unrealistic to expect one

£

brary to perform for 95 all

:ﬁé functionsbrequired of a Regional. ‘

Qther inequities can be shown. And other situations. Hawaii,

thd%iiﬁﬁs of miles away from other states, has no Regional t® absorb the

- ~

collections that should be available,“but can't be. One library was

o~

established in 1907, anothér in 1929. The others date fron the 1960's. -. -

It is reasonable to require that a Regional ‘must be an_existing depository

with an adequate'retrospeiggve collection, space, continuing basis of

financial support. But if no library in the gstate wit he collections

»
t

.space-will agree to’do the best it can with what it has, then that -

e
-

Hepository should be designated'a Regional. - Then with the'help of seie ve

0 -
’ -~

* depositories, itsﬁcollection could be improved. With the Regional status

- -

established, the administration then could increase financial support to

- N
~

‘obtain materials "generally considered too basic. The nature and extent of

o
()

these can Qery well vary from one region to another.\
B-37 o
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The Re°1an 1 system-will not solve e&l problems and €an not be all

“‘b\\, - N

things to all g%ogle. But tg; library that proposes to offer its * -, .
. N s %

fac111ties, Splce: time, staff should be-agreed upon by the state library s
! . t 2

A
authority and;by the- Selective depositories inVOlVed ,{ “ 4

b

. “. Le s ) ! . ‘\
- The Guidélines makes rio mention of a recommquation froh the \\ ‘

\ .
N N .
. §enator.cr Representative in whose district the dqpository is situated but

S - . H .
this has been a requirement. L N
LN .o . ’. .

"12-2 .. - The proposed extended,micropubalshing of materials for depositories

~ ’ - o 3 '. N { .

R - - &
will serve to allev1ate strictutes oftmoney, space,‘time,mstaff 7 Be-
P p- - \\. BN Aoy

eguse selective. depositoties cgn\not discard ada/or replace‘magerials, the

\ NEN T N -

Reg%onal may be abke~to acquire in hard copy’v1tal dggumeﬂts which’they 1

can utilize 13 that form, and/or»have duplicated copiest_._,~\ ;f:
S . ¢ LN %,> 2

The requirement that the Regional attempt to cdmplete its reﬁgospect ve -

1 —
gollections must have some teeth Aﬁ\administratiqniaccepting“the © =

* *‘*&,
respon51bikity of a Regional must be encOuraged rather strongly to me;t

*~

its obligations. B , % . ~

¢

Regionals may be perfectly willing and able-to conduct workshops and

- ~ PN .

training sessions for libraries within\their region, but if the libraries'
~ . /
‘o ¥ s
/tha{ need such services the most do not seek‘sgsh sé’Yices »“her respond to

offers nor attend sessions held there is nothing that\the Re\Tb\ can do.

\“””““nmSo,with consultative services. i "

s Some selec:
>

= ‘\:T’\“t“ '_ AM
nor\coopéxate with othd libraries w1thin§the‘r2§8nf
! \f\x“\ihr )
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N ' . o b ‘ * N . '
g . . “» . \\ R . v . . - . /V,, . 38 .
et . . - 3 * - X » {. T - %
g ¢ LI 7 “' i . " .\ %) g
. > 3 ' 5
N N :‘ g N " 7T ) 3 « "o
- \ . v N A L 4 %) H K M - ‘
L ',\ . \ o’ k B -
. ' .. The personal iqspecthn can have a positlve effect in th1s area. ’Ihe -
* o . ‘. . o N * C . R - . .
o . representatiVe should 1ns1st thaa tbe selectrye déposltorles\respond to c
i ' »
-~ K 5 <

requests for‘help from them, aad of’offers of help ta them.¢ Repeated‘ . T

@ a* .

R !
. . dellnquensles on the patt of ‘the selective qangbe as d1sasnrous as\\\\\ .
. . |
. * ., | X LY
. : Eailure’ of the.Regloual te do*its share... . SN
s . ’ . . . at ¢ °

. " In trutn, the requlrement that a Regional‘serve as a clearlnghouse for ‘ -

- N
. « . - ¢

Vs

v -

‘ .screenlng withdrawn documepts and the official directive to insure

3

‘ "¢ availability of‘depository‘qaterials in the region is the thing .that is B
. , * . C > 4 N ’ \ - .‘
— new in,the system.- . - o - -0 . PO
'\\\ Pt . y . ) . - , ;’ﬁ\‘] . )
. : . . ~ ’ N . L T

. . Most depository 1ibrarians have extended courcesies to each have”met ) L

S

AR AP

. ‘ o at professional organlzatlons to dlsguss the1r mutual 1nterests and to offer o~

. i . \"‘é\\—w——— ~ ”)
T solutlons to problems, have told" eaeh.ozgeraof“”lder-documents to be-y - L.
_\‘ e e » - -\N% -

. N

ree, or at-mirmimumr TUStT—— - RS

‘.. K . — ‘ . & \
disagreement concérming the requirement for selected ' .

. . » ! ’ )
-~ re for-thelmost part accepted. Some insist .
- ues\Qi\QEe\Eoiggessiooaq==§§6rd;>\Federal Register, Weekly
~. Compllatlon of Presldentla \‘\\Hmenns be avarzagie\in\misrofOrmat4on deposit,
’ ~ -~ .~ ~ . N e N . -
’ \‘*w1th hard copy, 1ndexes. : - \i\ s 2
! T T~ et oten T ’ . o~ TS
R ﬁ%\ . -- Most respondents agree’ .,
- N N , ‘ '~ ) ' ~ ) . ’ \.\\ h -
. that beyond those titles, there might be others just as ndéessary for' R )
. . ST . ~ B =
a library serving primarilf\afﬁartigglar field in law,, medicine, health, g
- . 5 1Y .k N
- < general public. They want a 10ng\ané\53fai1ed list of "must" go more than -
. ) . » " o \N‘ “ Y
‘\\“\\e<\&&‘:i“‘ they want to be compelled to-chogsé¢ a given .percentage of all offerings.
’ N ‘\\\\_\7 - * ~ . » " T~ . 1‘
Ve T T :
s ’ h \'\\ A—\‘\ = /
N IS N R b > . . N \'5\
s h - < . ’\‘\\ A - \
‘\\\ . D e - \ ) -~ . 1
\\\\-\\. - o ' ‘\\ B 39 ~ - \\
\\ N N
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$ . ! - e
M -,

. . Ve ., v P '/ ot . .t Ai’ .
s .,

_ Depdsitory status~is 1nheed a privilege.‘ It allows~an inst;tution to
: . & N )
§ Col Mt.
have a collection ofﬁmaterfals coVerxng the ranee of human activities, . .
a RN “ T ) > i . N L. . f\: .
varying their appeal from casuai 1nterest to* definitive-research SWA11°

y - . .e
N .\ - ¥ ﬁ, . .
S thzs w1th ‘a minimum amOunt of, effort time, and money . What lihrary could
. Y . * . . - - '
T, a D N . «

attempt to purdhase all'the thqusands of4ggjf§§.that.floy through'thg_; s
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Respondents uniformly ,praise the philosophy of the depository.system. ,‘K$,
' > SN B

E 1
- use\to facul&gc staff public. °Th§y¢are enthusiastic.abﬁﬁt this useful‘ .t
- N T -
- . . , D, K
and worthwhile material. ~ oo : e - L,
"..,~} ' ’ . . ‘.> -\‘\,\ - ’ \\ . h ' " .‘
.They. are concerned that,government publicationS‘beNmade availaHltho
‘ ! ~D v . .‘0 ._"_

the wideSt ppssible audience. Thus cdnstant refrain that some provision :}:-V‘-«~

be made fo¥‘Regionals where they are needed, -even if such a need may

¢ i vz . -
o
exceed the now'ﬁimited _two per state,oor emcompass more than one state, or
~ : . - N - -
\\\ . R .
~ e\\n have geogra ‘c‘d;stribntion rather than state~boundar1es as the
~ . NN ‘\&..,s__ Vo \\\\ p
T founda\ion of the system.\\ e _ e , :\\:\, .

IR
between minimum and maximum requirements; \hétween the ideal and tHe practical.

wgéle a required‘list of titles~and a percentagé of senies available to
x¥“ﬂ«\\ “~
ot depositories\k\y“be\mgde mandatory, sbme of the standards seem to be beyond

the.reach of any except the\mos tichly endowed that is the limit of numbe%

— o . &
— - /

of . staff to serve the cglléctiqn? Perhaps a minimum staff- for technical N

\

\
- process1ng can be pﬂstulated< but interpretation of the collection and
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~‘~- ‘aiiist%%ce/ior the’ depository librarles" Thé need was expressed it every '

. =
» < -’ . - . . ’J \u\‘
e, reference and bibllographicfserv1ce'and searches can not be dencrmlned by I

numbers alohe. BN R R E . ' .
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""'Some con31deration should be given to maklng the standards ‘either :

v
‘
. [N ~

\uniformily minimal so that a depository s performance qan be measured by

£ : ‘ s
‘ the éfbent -to which 1t exceeds the minlmum or uniformlly max1mal s that

- >
ot R :

Evaluation is based on the degree to whlch a depositbry approaches the 1deal Y

dbﬁ ~e >
" If the 1nspectlon program is to satisfy one of stated functions, some

n\ 4

quantitative systen should be devised that‘will make possible an. objective,

-

e, '

.
. . -

as weIl as subjective, evaIuatlon of a depositbry.. .. . 2

W “
- ' vy * ' '

As mlght be expected an over riding theme is the demand for flnancial
” oo > -~

L3N

turn, and. there seems little reason to .belabor the p01nt‘here.v

- 3
Y e

. . \ N . B
The charge from the- Céuncil was for suggestions fqr change in the

hY

[} IR ° ) . 4 ) . \ S e

Proposed Guidelines, Let it be noted.that negative reactions are in the

minoriti."A cursdry examination of the respbnses shows.that higher )

- Y ; ' ' -

standards are suggested, not lower. y ;J _ ( SR T

And so this report ends on anﬂoﬁtimistic note. ‘ L ' o -
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A SIS

Goverhnent Defao:sitory Libraries

o £
LI

i Dates of Establishment
. - i 'gofél Number of - Nos. Established
State Deépository Libraries Régional ‘1960's  1970's
’," Alabama , A L . T2 1860- 10 1 .
o Apirema 10 \f‘ 1907 * 3. 2
. Arkansas® 147 NONE_ 5 1
N California 96 : 1895° ¢+ 49 17 -
. -Canal Zone - R None -1 - NONE
Colorado . o 20 - 1879 6" 3
* Conmecticut <. . N * 18 UNKNOWN 3 4 .
Delaware SR S 7 NONE 2 2
District of Columbia cL 21, NONE 10 6
Florida S . 33 & 1907 - 11 11
o _Georgia ' S ¢ . 24 NONE 4 4
K Guam < .o 1 NONE' <1 NONE
= -Hawaii ' 11 NONE .8 1
Idaho 9 1907 "1 2
Illinois : 46 UNKNOWN - 17 8 -
. Indiana . . 30 Unknown - 12. 1
+ #  Iowa -» L 5 1884 3 5 F
. Kansas 16 . NONE 6 6
. Kentucky 20 1907 ‘4 . 4
. . Louisiana - 22 1907 - 9 1
x~ Maine : 11 1907 - 3 1
) < _Maryland ) 20 1925 7 3
- Massachusetts - 29 1859 9 4
. Michigan .« 45 1868 20 7 -
_ L UNKNOWN _ ‘
Minnesota L2 ? 1907 5 ° 3 *
: R Mississippi . 10 | o NONE 3 1
: Missouri - ) 26 NONE 8 '3
Montana - S LT ' 1909 1 1
-Nebraska -, LR 12 1972 2 2
Nevada 6 . 1909 NONE 3
New Hampshire g 9 'NONE 2 3 .
. i New Jersey , © 36 1906 17 6
New Mexico +*10,° 1896 3 3
) - LS ‘ 1960 )
" New York \ 72 UNKNOWN 27 9
North Carolina o 32 7 1884 12 7
. North" Dakota - 10 1907 3 - 1
*.Ohio . : =- "51 UNKNOWN 16 9
Oklahoma - v ., 19, ¢ 1893 3 3
Oregon ' ’ a5 1963 ° 6 1
‘Pennsylvania " 53 .. UNKNOWN 22 9
Puerto Rico . P N NONE - 1 *NONE
" Rhode Island ‘ ) 9 NONE 4 NOYE
South Carolina 18 NONE ‘10 2
South Dakoa - ‘ 210 ‘NONE 4 1
Tennessee NONE 5




Virgin Islands

-~ Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

'UNKNOWN

1935
1907
NONE
NONE
1910
UNKNOWN
1907
1870
UNKNOWN

o
2%
t3

NO NN WOUNZW

o
~
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFI‘C‘E

Asnistant Public Printer - .

* Slp«inlcﬂdtql of Documents . ] P . WA s H | N GTO N » D « C . 2040 2

March 22, 1976

Mr. LeRoy Schwartzkopf - - T
Federal Documents Task Force Coordinator .

The Library ‘ o .-

Univefsity~of Maryland ' : .
College Park, Maryland 20742 : '

Dear Mr. Schwartzkopf: -

The members of the Depository Library Council to the Public Printer bave
drafted the enclosed "Standards apnd Guidelines" for potential use in the -
operation of the Depository Library Program. On a provisional basis, through
1976, the Depository Library Inspectors are being requested to use them as a_

éuide and to help evaluate their effectiveness and applicability.
e 2

Copies ‘have been distributed to 1,186 Depository Libraries in the program. )
The thoughtful criticism of Depository libraries throughout the United States
is being solicited. 1In the light of these criticisms, and feedback from the
inspection program, the Council will prepare a final version which will be

recommended for incorporation by the Public Printer into the Depository
Library Program.

*

1

Your office is also being asked to provide a review and formal comment on
the “Proposed Standards and Guideline®.“ Any insight you can provide in
evaluating tReir efféctivénesé, applicability or need for change will be
much appreciated b{ members of the Council and this office.

i ﬂ .

&
B .

Please direct your repi& to this office before September 1, 1976, if at all

possible. 1f you have any questions or require iEy further information,
feel free to write me. ¥ ) ' '

'

. ~ - R ' : y
- . . " Sincerely ygufs,
. ) Ve N v
. - (/ "
S A ~—7J. ‘
) ] l Direcgbor \Library and
: . ) “ Statlitory Disyribution Service
Enclosures l
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APPENDIX D ' -

. Analysis of Proposed Standards and Guidelines for Depository Libraries;
with comments and recommendations for amendment of the Depository Library Act .

, W
LeRoy C. Schwarzkopf A
. Govgm;nent Documents Librarian, University ef Maryland
SN . March 22, 1976 , o

- _

“'\\\

A.major deficiency of the proposed standards and guidelines for deposi-
tory libraries is a failure to distinguish between the legal requirements
for the two. types of depository libraries established by the Depository = —--
Library Act: (1) "congressional" designations, and .(2) "law" designations.

;d.l provisions of the proposal are. apparently intended to apply- to the first
group of depositories. With respect to the second grovp ("law" designations)
some of its provisions are legally applicable to one or more sub-groups, but
not the other sub-group(s). My analysis also indicates that certain parts

of the Act require clarification to insure that the legislative intent, or
spirit of the law is expressed in the letter of the law.. )

~The Depository Library Act (chapter-19, Title 44, U.S. Code, hereafter

called the "Act") establishes two ups of depository libraries. I

will call thefirst group neongressional” designations although this term

is not used in the 'Act. It includes those nibraries designated by Senators,
Reg::eséntatives, and the Resident Commissionér from Puerto Rico, by the Com-
missioner of the District of Columbia, and by the Govermors of Guam, American
Samesa, and the Virgin Islands respectively”. (sections 1905, and 1909)
The second, group, or "law" designations (the. term is used in the Act)
includes five main sub-groups and several .sub-sub-groups as follows:

1. State libraries (section 1903) - N ) o
- 2, Highest State apmna‘té'iaﬁiﬂf*libﬁriesf(ségﬁo” o 1915)- .. -
3, Land-grant colleges (section 1906) ' . -

4. Federal libraries (section 1907)
a. Exccutive department libraries
b. Service academy libraries
c. Independent agencies . :
d. . Subordinate'major bureaus or divisions of - —" 7
executive departments e
.e, Subordinate major bureaus or divisions of
. - independent agencies ‘ p
5. Specidl designations .
_—— &, Ame foan Antiquarian Socicty -(section i908). .
e . b, Districtef Columbia Public zi'brary (not menticfied

]

.’/

in the Act, but listed 4x‘the JCP Commi tee Print,
Government Depository Libraries-as .authorized by
Statutes at Large, volume 57, park 1, section 243)

An analysis of the statutory suthority for the naw" designations’

indicates that the Act requires clarification in several cases. First -~

the statutory authority for designation of "State libraries? is not clear.

."'S'tate 1ibreries" are mentioned only once in the Act, namely in section
*1903 dealing with "distribution of publications to depositories": -

~Tpon request of the-Superintendent-of Doouments, components. - -
of the Gove rdering the printing of publications ghall gither '
increase or ft}.ec:r:ea.tse the xgm]!ar-of_"c' opies’T:f”publications furnished

N,

D-1
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. for distribution to desismated depositories and State libraries so
! . that the pumber of copies ..« is equal to the number of libraries on v
' the list, \ .+s Copies of publications furnished the. Superintendent '

of ts for distribution to designated depository libraries .
shall incTude=—et ~ ‘

~ Section 1903 first mentions "degignated es and State .
- litraries" which may be interpretad to:indi ibrar
-~ a separate category from “designated depositories™, ~It next mentions
"3 ies" only, and then mentions "desiggated depositories" again but .
fails t6 add "State libraries" as previeusly. The legislative history of
the depository library program certainly indicates that "State librarieg" -
aré depositories designated by law. This matter should be clarified by :
 adding a separate section similar to section 1906 which states that "land-- = |
grant colleges are constituted depesitories to receive publications subject
to the depository laws", This new sectien should also clarify another matter
which is apparently understood but not specifically stated: i.e. this "law" .
designation is limited te one "State library" per state. The JCP committee
print of April 1975 lists 77 depositories whigh could qualify as nState
libraries", including 10 highest State appellate court libraries.: Thirteen
" states have two state libraries each as designated depositories;.and ¥is- ~
. consin and North Dakota have three each indicating the wide verfety inm . ———u
organization among the statesfor state library services, In North Dekota,
for example, the State Law Library has used the "law" designation. Tlous:
1library also qualifies for a designation under section 1915 as the "highest
State appellate court library". 'It could vacate its présent "State library"
designation, which could then be assumed by either the State Library Com--
missien Library which had to use a Senatorial designation, or by the State ¥
Historical Society Library which used a Representative designation,

Section 1907-which auth%rizea designation of federal libraries of the
‘ executive branch and independent agencies has been vielated by the desig--
~ -~ nation of six Circuit Court of Appeals libraries from the Judicial Brench.
The Act has been broadly intexpreted to consider the Circuit Courts.as
= .findependent-agencies". . Section 1907 should be amended to provide for
" ‘designation of libraries of the Judicial Braneoh, and- alsp the Congressional .
* Branch of the federal government. At DPresent there are no dépositor- .
ies designated from the Congressional Branch, The Library of Congress
" obtains U.S, government publications under a separate section of Titlg
* . 44 (section-1718). Such an amendment weuld allew the General Accounting
O'f_gic.e, for-éxample, to 5?1:\ depository status,." e

The special legislation which designates the Public Library gf the .
District of Columbia should be repealed, and either incerporated into the o
Depository Library Act-as—a special designatimn,” or the Commissioner of
~  the Ristrict of Columbia should use his one vacancy for such a'des::gnar
2 . "I will discuss other changes needed in the Depository Library Act
- 40ty amatysis below of the proposed standards and guidelines. .I will
—follew the order of the document, and will key my remarks to the specific
. ' paragraph number and sections therein. r o ‘

-2 «
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. - PROPOSED QBJECTIVE

/) The pfbposed r objective triesto conform to the prov1sions of the ’
Depository Library Act. However, an analysis of the Act indicates a need
for clarification, and a specific.statement of the purpose(s) of the Act
vhich it now lacks.’' One must infer the objectives of the Act from
sections 1901, 1902, 1909, and 1911. For new, an authoritative (though
deficient for reasons indicated below) statement of the objectives of the
Act will be found in Senate Report 87-1587 on H.R.B8141, 8Tth Congress which
wa8 subsequently passed as P,L. 87-579, the.Depository Library Act of 1962,

"The depository llbrary systen is a longhestabllshed cooperative
program between the Federal Government and designated major libraries
ughout the United er which certain classes of Govermment
Heations are supplied free of ¢o those libraries for the ‘pur-
pose of making such—pu ta;tions-mo:ce_neadz.ly ible to the

‘“T‘—~‘-~Amerzcan public". (p.l) Ae‘NLE\‘\\“\

g

- T T T/ —_—
Sections 1901 and 1902 préest U.S. governmeni\ ublica- -
___tions which shali‘be:&iﬁiiiﬁﬁiggjjgfdepositorie i.e, onal matter"~

It also presqribes those publications not to be distributed: i.e. "officxal
use only or for strictly administrative or operational purposes", or
fclassified for reasons of naxlonal security".

Section 1909 states that a depesitory ahould be "lecated in an area
where it can best serve the public need". However, a further reading of
the sentence indicates.that it applies to "congressional" designations .
only. Another aspeet which is overloocked is that section 1909 ineludes
the authority of the Superintendent of Document to conduct rinspections,
the Biemniel' Survey, and the requirement for a librery to contain 10,000
books and "be accessible to the public"., By making a strict 1nterpretatlon
of the letter of the law, one could logically conclude that these require=-

- ments and objectives apply only to "congre831ona1" designations and not

to."law" de81gnatlons.

Section 1911 is usually coﬁ‘i&ered to state the ebjective of the Act; C
i.e, "dep081tory librdries shall make Go;Eiﬁﬁent publications available for
the 'free use of the public", Howewer, on’ reading the complete sentenoce one
may legically have doubts that this statement applies to all categories
of "law" designations. The remainder of the sentence reads: "... and may
dispase of them after retention for five years under section 1912 of this
title, if the depository library is served by a regional depository™.
Indeed, the language of section 1915 speclflcally excludes the highest State
&ppellate court libraries from all provisions ef sectien 1911. Section
1907 excludes federal libraries from the majer provisions of section 1911:
i.e, "Depository libraries within the executive departments and independent
agencies may dispose ef unwanted Government publications after first of-
fering them to the Library of Congress and the Archivist af the United —
States"., One might then logically ask if federal libraries are also ex-
cluded from the "free use" requirement of section 1911,

: This leaves those libraries which may be seived by a regional depasi-
tory. This ineludes all but alfew "congressional' designationg: i.e.
all states and Euerto Rico, but net the District of Columbdia, gﬁg?,
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American oa, or the Virgin Islands. However, it also leaves several

" categorie# of "law" designations which might be served by a regional,
some of which are indeed themselves regiona)l depositories: i.e. state
libraries and land grant colleges. Finally, of the two special designha-
tions, the American Antiquarian Society is located in a state:which is
authorizéd Pegional depositories, while the D.C. Public Library is not.

Thus, the Act needs clarification of its objectives and:purpose. These
should be incorporated into the Act, preferably™in an introductory section.
what we generally consider to be the objective of the Act as stated in
section 1911 and Senate Report 87-158T applies primarily to "congressional"

. designations, and to a major extent to two groups of "aw" designations:
state libraries and land grant colleges. What then are the objéctives for
designating federal -libraries as depositories? The lggislative intent as . -

_gleaned from the hearings on the Depository Library Act of 1962 indicates
it was to serve their own agency personnel, and not the general public.

What~is the objective for designating the highest State appellate court

1ibraries if they are exempt frem section 19117 What is the objective

of the two special designations? Are state libraries and land grant
., | calleges required-to serve a geographic area?
4 »

Minimum Standards .

‘ ‘ . Paragraph 2, This section should bé deleted. It applies to chapter
- 19 Title 44, U.S. Code end not to chapter 19. It if remains, the wording . .

should be revised to conform to legal requirements. The Superintendent of
Documents is requiredto prepare a “comprehensive index" and not a '‘com-
prehensive system of catalogs, bibliographies and indexes". One might in-
‘terpret a "comprehensive system" as including, for example, the CIS Index

. and Congressional Index and-other commercially prepared materials which
supplement the "comprehensive index".~ The comprehensiveness of the index
refers to a complete bibliographic listing of all federal documenty,-and
not to the depth of indexing and abstracting. Basic bibliographic’.data
for-each: entry should satisfy t_w;mum legal requirement.

" Paragraph 3. A "selective" depository may be either'a "copgressional™ T T
or a-"law' designation., This paragraph refers to section 1909 which applies
only to "congressional" designations. LT

Paragraph 4. This paragraph also arises from section 1909 which requires
only "congressional" designations to serve g geographic area and "best serve
the public need”. The words "premote their use by the general publie" should
be deleted., This is not specifically stated in the Aot, but may be included
in the ‘guidelines as something desireable. b

LY

Paragraph 9. This paregraph arises from section 1911 and its statement
"for the free use of the general public". As noted absve,- highest State

. - “appellate court libraries are specifically exempt from section 1911, and

.« by inference another major group of."law" designations-are also exempts
i.e. federal libraries. The first use of the word "depository" needs an
explanation, The intent of the proposal should be that those parts of the
library which house depository publications will be open, or a service point
will be open in the library where they may be obtained. I don't intexpret -
the A%t as requiring a library with depository status to open all its W
holdings and services to the general public.’ Many private colleges (and

O  some public colleges as well) limit access to the public for reasons of

ERIC - - D-4 61 L o
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- * security, or to restrict use to persons who are authoiized users of the
libreis in general (i.e. students, staff, and faculty,. If entrance to
ihe library is physically restricted, a depository lilrary shiould be (re-
quired to post a notige that the general public may use its, collection
of depository publications and state the conditions-under which the pub~ .
lic may enter the building and use that specific collection. .

.- Paragraph 10, I agree that all depositories shouwld respond to the
Biennial Survey. However, section 1909 which contains this requirement
leaves a reasonable doubt if.it applies to "law" designations,

Progoseg Guidelinés

Paragraph 1-1. I have no objection with the statement "to make U.S.
government publications easily accessible to users"., However, I suspect
the compilers intended that this paragraph would parallel the statement
in the Proposed Objective - #'for use by the general public". See the . -
comments above on Proposed Objective. -

%

Paragraph 2-1. The statement "new federal publications" is suffici-
ently broad. However, as noted above, sections 1901 and 1¢02 limit the
types of federal publications which may be distributed to ¢epogitories.

-  Paragraph 2-4. The term "reference value" should be deleted and
substituted by specific terms mentioned in gections 1901 or 1902: i.e,
"informational mattér"; have "public interest or educational value''s or .
nfor public information". The term "reference" is also too restrictive.
Librarians often associate the temm with materials‘found in a2 rcference
room.

.

qitestion- whether it"bziongs. There is no statutory authority for this. P
The earlier collection maintained by the GPO Library wag based on 2
--broad interpretation of the . Tzw-+hat.it..was needed for cataloging purposes.
. We ’are grateful the law was stretched in order to preserve)this col}ecticn.
Sifice this represents such a major change I suggest it remain.orly in the
section on proposed chgnges. —

. Paragrapb.2z13. 1 agree philosophically with the statengE;é but I

Paragraph 2-15. Sbbstitute "request Coﬁgress for additibﬁal;funds"
or "allocate additional funds" for the statement "Provide additional funds".
The paragraph asks the Superintendent of Documents to provide additional

funds to himself, whereas he has to get them from Congress. .
: Paragraph 2-16. I agree with the po}icy of providing advance notifi-

" cation of inspections.~This paragraph, unlike 2-13, asticks to the wording
of the Act, namely that inspections should be conducted only to "investigate
conditions for which need is indicated"s Actually, we prefer to interprei
section 1909 Broadly as-authorizing the Superintendent of Documents to
conduct inspections of all designated depositories on a regular cycle,
irrespective of a report of unsatisfactory conditions. This aspect of
the Act needs clarification as well as the fact his authority for inspec-
tion and the Blennizl Survey is contained in section 1909, which appsrently
applies only to "congressional” deéghnations.l

‘ 4
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Paragraph 3-1. This statement is not clear, It appears to imply that
+hq§§§iaj be only two depositories in a Congressional district, whereas in

£ here may be more than two Representative designations alone (as a .
resu¥t of redistrlctlng) plus any possible number of Senatorial and "law"

de31gnatJons in’the same district. For example, North Dekota is a single

district state which has 10 depositories. The stntement - "two at large

designated by Senators" - should be amended to add "within the State".

» Paragraph 3-2. This is not true. It givesra totally false inter-
i, pretation of section 1911, See my discussion for paragraph 9, Minimum
Standards above, Depository publications only must be "made available for
. the free use.of the general public' - and not the entire library. There
is.also the question whether section 1911 applies to "law" designations.

’

Paragraph 3-4. The requriement for 10,000 books is mentioned "in section
1909 which apparently applies only to "congre331onal" designations,
Clarification of’'the Act is needed. Do some of the authorized "law"
designations really need 25,000 titles, ok eveﬁ 10,000 books?

. Paragraph 3-7. Who should make known the vacancy, and when? At present
the JCP CSmmittee Print mekes this known annually. The guidelines should
probably require the GPO to supply notification as soon as possible of ‘any

« new vacancy when they, occur. This paragraph should also require notification
of the appropriate regional library. The guidelines in paragraphs 3-7,
3-8, and 3-9 should clearly indicate they apply only to "congressional"
designations, .

Paragfaph 4-1., The requlrement for a "basic reference collection®
should apply only to "congressional" designations, and possibly to two
sub-groups of "law" designations (state libraries and land grant colleges).

Paragraph 4~2. This requirement should be limited, to “oongressionat—
designations, end possibly to state libraries and land Erant colleges.
The same comment applies to paragrarhs 4-5 and 4-6, C

Paragraph 5-2. 'The Superintendent of Dccuments has publicly stated
he would accept an option of stamping either date of receipt or date of
shipping “list, However, he has yet to -announce this change in an official
mediwm, The Editor, Pyblic Documents Highlights has 1ndicated he would

‘‘‘‘‘‘ EMMNK‘:\EEE}lsh this policy in the next issue. .,

P h 5-4, Substitute the term "holdings records" or "record of
. holdings*~for "shelf list", The texm "shelf list" implies that records
—_must be filed in shelf list order, or SuDocs class number order. Other
filing arrangements for holding records are possible and satisfactory,
such as an alphabetical f111ng arrangement.

Paragraph 5-7. This is 1mpractlca1 for many 1ibrariSvwwhich In Integrate

all or some of their depository publications, It showsg a separd olleE\Ion\>\\\\\\§\\~\
bias, whére the 10 day requirement may indeed be genersus’ Mer OF == Ea—
integrated materials it would require libraries to provide an unwa i=::___::;;::
priority by cataloging.and serials departments to process depository T

materials ahead of regular library materials, A separate collection is

IS D.__é i , -~“\.§=\<-_;<4 .
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provided with a ready made classifcation ( and filing) number. An in-
tegrated collection requires a classification number from the Library of
Congress (which catalogs a low percentage of government publications,
and slowly at that) and/or origznal cataloging by the ind1v1dual ‘library.

Paragraph 8-8, I don't thznk a library should be requlred to provide
reader/printers just for depository materials. Most libraries require '
readers for regular library materials, and should be expected to provide
these as a minimum for depository mlcroforms.

. Paragggph 8-9. ¥ don't agree, The government should not dictate
to & 11brary how it will organize its microform collection for service.
Thege guidélines (or the Instructions to.Depository Libraries) have not
dictated a separaie collection for hard copy materials; so why must they
dictate a separate collectlon for depository mlczpfbrms. \;;:\\\\\,//

~

Paragraph 9-1., Same comment as paragraph 3-2.

Paragraph 11-2. Add the underlined word: "Selective depositories
will cooperate in building up the retrospective collections of the-regional ..
depositories". If you mean non-depository publications, these guidelines
are not a proper place for the government to state such a requirement. I
assume you mean to help fill in gaps for the period*befope the regional
bacame a depository, and/or before it became a regional or an "all"
depository, or to substitute for missing or damaged publicationge™ — - .

. . €« T -

Paragraph 11-8. I don't agree, The policy of a library for pro-
viding photocopies of depository publications should (at most) be no less
liberal than that provided for regular librdry materials. Either delete
this paragraph, amend as 1ndlcated, or recommend that the federal government
provide reimbursement for photocopies provided.

. Paragraph 12-lc. Substitute the word "libraries" for "people"
A regional may serve people (directly) within its Representative District,but
ite 1 regional functimn is to serve libraries. These selective dep031tor1es
serve people; thus he regnonal - indirectly serves people cutside its d
district. . - : -

‘Paragraph 12~3. See comment for paragraph 4-1.

’ Proposed Changes’

- Pa h-1c, --The—law regarding the 1nspect10n authority of the
Supe endent of Documents should be‘clarified, At present, the authority
is contained in section 1909 which pertains to "congressional" designations,'
This leads to doubt-if the authority applies also to "law" designations.
Also, the Act implies that ingpections should be made only for cause: i.e.
in case of unsatisfactory conditions when "need is indicated". ‘I agree that .

at} depogitory libraries should beainspected on a regular two year cycle.

/‘
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~. -Categories of "law" designations.

e

ggramﬂ 2.  This pertains primarily to chapter 17, Title 44, U.S.Code
and no! ‘to chapter 19, I think the law should be completely overhauled
to reflect t he realities of the current situation, Section 1710 (from

the General Printing Act 1895) still requires a "vomprehensive index" -

at the close of each ar session of Congress, Durirg its long history

(53d-74th Congress) the” Document Catalog was’in compliance for only

gress (the 54th). e combined catalog was published fo: the other Con-

gresses, ingiead of onMe per regular ‘session, The Document Index was

discontinued following the 72d Congress. s The Monthly Catalog now serves

as the "comprehensive index" in accordance with a JCP Resolution of March
"~ 24, 1947. However, the Resolution 'is deficient since it states that the

"anfual index of the Monthly Catalog" _will provide a satisfactory substi=

tution. The December index: is not worth much vithout the listings in the

January-December catalogs. The Resolution is not clear on this point.,

As for the ideal of a "comprehensivé index" of U.S, publications this

may have been pdssible or even feasible in I1895. - At that time Congress -

was the main branch of government, the executive ae'pé,gment -was small

and’ somewhat concentrated in Washington, and a central p;'ing.ng plant

for all publications was possible, However, the executive department

is now the predominant branch of the federal govermment, and literally

dwarfs the publications activities of the congressionral branch. In ad-

dition to.the GPO central printing plant, over 300 field printing plants

have-been authorized throughout the world, plus.technology has expanded -
" the develcpment of reproduction equipment available to any government

office, "A single "comprehensive index" is no longer practical, feagible,’

or even desireable, . ‘

- Para h'3a. It is now possible for a new designaticn to be nade
without the knowledge of the state library \as well as the regional library,
The Act states that either "every existing depository ,library within the
congressional district .., or the head of the library authority of ths
‘State" may certify the heed for the new depository. The underlined word
"or" ghould be changed to "and", plus the regional library should be in~
cluded so that all three groups are notified. '

; .
Pa b.. The requirement for 10,000 books comes from section .

., 1909 which pertains to "congressional" designatiens. ‘I think that a

requirement of 25,000 titles for them is proper, but may not be for some

[ Y

aph should &pply onlifﬂ’?o "c‘ongressional'!\ ‘ .
o-state libraries and land-grant colleges.

. -CUT,y POBE 4480 10
-~ As for—the "uridue- en on the small l}ibraxy", this is the type~of
: ﬂcqnii%saiopgl" de%.'%@omﬂr* e i ‘\okal financial support in

izl
~order—to 'ﬁﬁfi-’.tf]s#hegéb,jectggg\ o;‘ the Depository LJ'\.I\)i"ary Act for that

group oI depositories, o5 N documents egually available
1o é.;l.l citizens throughout the country, T~ - =
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RESPONSE TO THE REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
ON THE PROPOSED STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES .

Presented by Dan'MacGilvray, Editor, Public Documents Highlights
at Spring Meeting, Depository Library Council to the Public Printer
held in Columbus, Ohio, April 22-23, 1976 *
' X, . * .
4 L. ) Y 2 ) .. ’ . »
~ Copies of the-"Proposed Standards & Guidelines" went. out to depository
libraries during January 1976 with a request for their comments and
criticisms, The first-batch of replies is being turned over to the )
Advisory Council at their April meeting in Ohio by the editor of Public .
Documents Highlights. . ‘

.

5

The comments hdve been*drganized in the followifig way. The original
versions have been grouped and copied. The copies have been breken down
into specific points of the "Guidelines™ addressed. A system of labeled
manilla envelopes then groups the comments. This will assist the Commit-
tee on Standards by facilitating their examination of comments on any

\\\\\\\ii?gle point, and thereby aid the revision process. . \
’ T
To date, twenty-eight responses have been received. They range from
-comment on only one point to an eight-page in-depth analysis of the legal )
basis of depository requirements. Of some one hundred and sixty-two o
possible points which should be considered, seventy-four have been com- .
* mented upon. .
‘ T . , .
The greatest number ofcomments has focused on three points:i (1)
the suggestion that at least fﬁénty:i}ve percent of the available 'items
on the Classified List be selected a 2. necessary minimum for depository .

status; ( that all depositories provide a'reasonable number of photo-
copies on requests ) that depositories receive the twenty-one titles on

the recommended list. \*\\\\\\\\\\\
. : 2

- T —— .
A general consensus of all commentators is that tﬁé‘drafting of the.
"Guidelines" marks a significant step in the documents field. The oppor-
. tunity for participation by depository librarians is much appreciated, \\\ .
« They feel they have a genuine role to play in the shaping of "Standards F\\\\\\;\

-

.
.

L%

& Guidelines" which will affect them in future years. .

L

Tt is the Present intention of GPO not to re~draft its official
requirements for depository libraries until the Advisory Council has

Prepared and submitted t@é final version of the "Guidelines" tb the R
Public Printer. I ' .
ENCLOSURE . ..

s Tabulation of . .
! Points Addressed _ ‘.,




RESPQISE TO THE PLQUEST FOR COMMENTS ol THE PROFOSFD STANDARDS AND- GUIDDLINES

TABULATION OF POLITS. APDRESSED

<

. Ceneral Response

) 2-11
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i 2-14
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11
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